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BOOK XIV. 


OF THAT PART OF DIVINE SERVICE WHICH THE ANCIENTS COMPRISED 
UNDER THE GENERAL NAME OF MISSA CATECHUMENORUM, THE 
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Of the Psalmody of the ancient Church. 
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began with psalmody, 1.—II. The psalms intermixed with lessons and 
prayers in some Churches, 3.—III. These psalms called by a peculiar 
name, psalms responsorit, 5.—IV. Some psalms appropriated to particular 
services, 6.—V. Others sung in the ordinary course as they lay in order, 
without being appropriated to any time or day, 7.—VI. And some 
appointed occasionally, at the discretion of the bishop or precentor, 8.— 
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10.—VIII. The Gloria Patri added at the end of every psalm in the 
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The psalms sometimes sung by one person only, 11.—X. Sometimes by 
the whole assembly joining all together, 11.— XI. Sometimes alternately 
by the congregation divided into two parts, and answering verse for 
verse to one another, 12.—XII. Sometimes by a single precentor, 
repeating the firat part of the verse, and the people all joining with him 
in the close. Thie was called tmnyetv and traxovew. What meant by 
diapealms, acroteleutics, and acrostics in psalmody, 15.—XIII. An 
answer to a Popish objection against the people’s bearing a part in 
pealmody, 18.—XIV. Pealmody always performed in the standing 
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BOOK XIV. 


OF THAT PART OF DIVINE SERVICE WHICH THE ANCIENTS 
COMPRISED UNDER THE GENERAL NAME OF MISSA CATE- 
CHUMENORUM, THE SERVICE OF THE CATECHUMENS, OR 
ANTE-COMMUNION-SERVICE. 


CHAP. I. 
Of the psalmody of the ancient Church. 


1. IT has been observed before ', that the Ancients com- That the 
prised their whole service under two general heads, to which yi ancient 
they gave the distinguishing names of missa catechumenorum, ok 4 
and missa fidelium, the service of the catechumens, and, the gan a ag 
service of communicants, or believers; that is, as we would psalmody. 
now term them, the ante-communion-service, and the com- 
munion-service. 

The service of the catechumens was that part of divine 
worship, at which the catechumens, and all others, who were 
not perfect and full communicants, were allowed to be present; 
and it consisted of psalmody, reading the Scriptures, preaching 
and prayers for such particular orders of men, as were not 
admitted to participate of the holy mysteries: and under these 
several heads we must now consider it. 

The service usually began with reading or singing of psalms, 


| B. 13. ch. 1.8. 1. v. 4. pp. 261, 262. 
BINGHAM, VOL. V. B 
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as appears from that of St. Jerom!, describing the service of 
the Egyptian monks : ‘ They meet at nine o’clock, and then the 
psalms are sung, and the Scriptures are read, and after prayers 
they all sit down, and the father preaches a sermon to them.’ 
And so Cassian? represents it, ‘ that first the psalms were sung, 
and then followed two lessons, one out of the Old Testament, and 
the other out of the New. Only on the Lord’s-day and the 
fifty days of Pentecost, and the Sabbath or Saturday they read 
one lesson out of the Acts of the Apostles, or the Epistles, 
and the other out of the Gospels.’ But probably there might 
be a difference in the order of reading in different Churches. 
And that may reconcile the different opinions of learned men 
concerning the order of their service. For some think they 
began with reading the Scriptures, and others with a prayer 
of confession. The Author of the Constitutions 3, it is certain, 
prescribes first the reading of the Old Testament, and then the 
Psalms, and after that the Acts of the Apostles and Epistles, 
and last of all the Gospels. So that the psalms were inter- 
mingled with the lessons according to the rules and prescrip- 
tions, which that author had observed in some Churches. 
St. Basil‘ speaks of ‘a confession made to God upon their 
knees, after which they rose up, and betook themselves to sing 


1 Ep. 22. ad Eusetoch. c. 15. [al. 
c.] See bor, b 13. ch. 11. 8. 6. 


PP ie lib. 2. c. 6. (p.18.).... 
le (psalmis) lectionee geminas 
tes, id est, unam Veteris et 
alain ovi Testamenti. In die vero 
Sabbati vel Dominico utrasque de 
Novo recitant Testamento, id est, 
unam de Apostolo, vel Actibus Apo- 
stolorum, et aliam de Evangeliis. 
Quod etiam totis Quinquagesime 
diebus faciunt. 

8 L. 2. ¢. §7-(Cotel. v. 1. p . 261.) 
Méaos d¢ 6 dvayroorns, éf’ Saphod 
Tivos fords, dvayweoktre ra Mo- 
wéws, xat *Inoov rou Navi, Ta ray 
Kpiréy xal rév Bacthedy, Ta Toy 

eemopeveoy kai ra rhs *Emavddou' 
pos rovrots Rare innate rou Zo- 
Aopeovos, xal ra réy éxxaidexa Lpo- 
gnrov. ‘Ava dv0 de yevapevary dva~ 
yroopdrey érepds Tis Tous Tov Aafid 
Yadhérw Upyous, nal 6 dads rd a- 
xpoorixia browadXéro. Mera rovro ai 


Upates al nperepas worxtcbe- 
gay, Kai "Emorohal HlavaAov, ds éré- 
arene rais éxxdnolus xaP ippyyow 
rov ‘Aylou Ivetparos* kat rel ets ratra 
aie a AS an pH 
ra E ta, x.T.A.—L. 5. C. 7 
aS) ibid Pe B23: Emir ated ey 
TH éxxdnolg potdpevot yprryo- 
peire, mpoceuxdpevot nar Sedpevor Tov 
cov év rp dcavucrepevees & tpay, ava- 
yiwhoxorres Tov Nodpopr, Tous IIpo- 
Gyras, rods Wadpovs, péxpis ddex- 
Tpvdvey Kxpavyis, kat Barricayres 
tay Tous KaTHXOUpEVOUS,. cai dva- 
yodures ro mad id ev PdéBey xai 


Tpo 
Ep. 6: 63. ‘ia rae ee Doce 

sar. t. 3. p. 96 (t. 3. Pa p- 
450 b. n. 3.) "Ex vuRTos yap pd pit 
map. Huiv 6 Aads émt oikoy ms 1, 
evyns, cat éy wdve, cal [év}] Or Yet 
kal [év] quvoyy Saxpvav ¢£opodo~ 
youperot 7} Oe redevraior, (éé] 
avacrdvres Trav mpocevyay, els Thy 


Walpediay xablorayra:. 
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psalms to God.’ But that was in their vigils or morning 
prayers before day, and most probably only a private confes- 
sion, which every man made silently by himself, before they 
began the public service. But if we take it for a public con- 
fession, as the learned Hamon L’Estrange* does, then it will 
argue, that the Eastern Churches began their morning ante- 
lucan service with a prayer of confession, and so went on to 
their psalmody, which was the great exercise and entertain- 
ment of their nocturnal vigils. And indeed it was their exercise 
at all times in the Church, as St. Austin © notes, to fill up all 
vacuities, when neither the reading of the Scriptures, nor 
preaching, nor prayers, interposed to hinder them from it. All 
other spaces were spent in singing of psalms, than which there 
could not be any exercise more useful and edifying, or more 
holy and pious, in his opinion. And upon this account, if the 
observation of L’Estrange’ be rightly made out of Chrysostom, 
the people were used to entertain the time with singing of 
psalms, before the congregation was complete and fully as- 
sembled. I take no notice here of their psalmody at other 
times, at their meals, at their labours, and in their private 
devotions: because, though this is frequently mentioned by the 
Ancients with great and large encomiums, yet it differed in 
many respects from the common psalmody, and we can draw 
little light or argument from that to explain the public 
service. 

2. As to the public psalmody of the Church, though we take The psalms 
it for the first and leading part of the service, yet we are not mtermixed 
so to understand it, as if it was all performed at once in one lessons and 
continued course of repeating many psalms together without a 
intermission, but rather with some respite, and a mixture of Churches. 
other parts of divine service, to make the whole more agree- 
able and delightful. At least, it was apparently so in the 
practice of some Churches. For the Council of Laodicea ® 


§ Alliance of Divine Offices, ch. 
3. p. 75- (Reprint, p. 108.) To begin 
morning prayer, &c. 

6 Ep. rig. (al. 55.] ad Januar. c. 
18. (t. 2. p.142 c.) Quando autem 
non est tempus, cum in ecclesia 
fratres congregantur, sancta can- 
tandi, nisi cum legitur, aut dis- 
putatur, aut antistites clara voce 


deprecantur, aut communis oratio 
voce diaconi indicitur? 

7 Asabove, ch. 3. p. 77. (Reprint, 
p. 13.) For you must know, &c. 

8 C. 17. (t. 1. p. 1500 b.) Hepi 
rov, py deity emiouvamrrety ev Talis our- 
afect rovs Yarpots, dAAd dia pécov 
xaO €xactov Wadpiv yiverOat ava- 
yroor. 

B2 


4 The psalmody of XIV. 1. 
made a decree, ‘that the psalms should not be sung one im- 
mediately after another, but that a lesson should come between 
every psalm.’ And St. Austin plainly intimates, that this was 
the practice of his own Church. For in one of his Homilies 9 
he takes notice, first of the reading of the Epistle, then of 
singing the 95th Psalm, “O come let us worship, and fall 
down, and kneel before the Lord our maker,” and after that of 
a lesson read out of the Gospel. And in another Homily '° he 
speaks of them in the same order. ‘In the lesson out of the 
Epistle,’ says he, ‘ thanks are given to God for the faith of the 
Gentiles. In the Psalm we said, Turn us again, thou Lord 
God of hosts, show the light of thy countenance, and we shall 
be whole. In the Gospel we were called to the Lord’s. supper.’ 
By comparing these two places of St. Austin together, we may 
observe, that it was not any particular Psalm that was appro- 
priated to come between the Epistle and Gospel, but the Psalm 
that was in the ordinary course of reading; for the 95th is 
mentioned in one place, and the 8oth Psalm in the other. 
Mabil'on '! has observed the same practice in the French 
Churches, out of the Collation between the Catholics and Arians 
in the reign of Gundobadus, King of Burgundy,anno 499. For in 
the relation of that conference it is said, that on the vigil before 
the. day of disputation, in celebrating the divine offices it 
happened that the first lesson, that was out of the Pentateuch, 
had those words, J will harden Pharaoh's heart, &c. [Exod. 
7,3. or 14,4.) After which the Psalms were sung, and then 
another lesson was read out of Isaiah, in which were these 
words, Go and tell. this people, Hearing ye shall hear, and 





¥ Serm. 10. de Verb. Apost. p. 
112. fal. Serm. 176.] (t. 5. p. 839 
d,e.) Hoc de Apostolica lectione 
sale ag Deinde cantavimus 

salmum, exhortantes nos invicem 
una voce, uno corde dicentes, Venste 
adoremus, &c. Posthec Evangelica 
lectio decem leprosos mundatos no- 
bis ostendit. 

10 Hom. 33. de Verb. Dom. p. 49. 
al. Serm. 112.] (t. 5. p. 564 b.) In 
ectione Apostolica gratiz ntur 
Deo de fide gentium....In Psalmo 

diximus, Deus virtutum converte 
nos, &c.... In Evangelio ad cenam 
vocati sumus, &c. 


11 De Cursu Gallicano, s. 1. n. 
25. (p- 399.) Evenit autem ut ea 
nocte, cum lector secundum morem 
inciperet lectionem a Moyse, incidit 
in ea verba Domini, Sed ego in- 
durabo cor ejus, &c. Deinde, cum 

st Pealmos decantatos recitaret ex 

ophetis, occurrerunt verba Do- 
mini ad Esaiam dicentis, Vade et 
dices populo huic, Audite audientes, 
ae Cumque, adhuc Psa)mi fuissent 
ecaptati, et legeret ex Evangelio, 
incidit in verba, quibus Salvator 
exprobrat Judeis incredulitatem, 
Ve tibhi Chorazin, §&c. Denique 
cum lectio fieret ex Apostolo, &c. 
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shall not understand, &c. [6,9.] Afterwards the Psalms were 

sung again, another lesson was read out of the Gospel, wherein 

were those’words of our Saviour upbraiding the Jews with their 

infidelity, Woe unto thee Chorazin, &c. [Matth. 11, 21.] And 

last of all the Epistle was read, containing those words, De- 

spisest thou the riches of his goodness, §&c. [Rom. 2, 4.] 

Where it is easy to observe, that as there were four lessons 
read out of the Old and New Testament, so there were psalms 

sung between each lesson, except the last which 1s not men- 

tioned. 

3. These psalms were styled by a peculiar name, responso- Which 
ria, and psalmi responsorti, the responsories ; which was not Pied bye 
a name affixed to any particular psalms, but was given to all peculiar 
such as happened to fall in here in the common course of ee 
reading. The fourth Council of Toledo is to be understood of *7#- 
such psalms when it speaks of responsories!, blaming some for 
neglecting to use the Gloria Patri after them. And Gregory 
Turonensis often mentions them}? more expressly under the 
name of psalmi responsoriz, making it a part of the deacon’s 
office to repeat them. The ancient ritualists are not agreed 
about the reason of the name, why they were called responso- 
ria: some } saying they were so called, because, one singing, 
the whole choir did answer them: whilst others'* say they 





11 C. 1g. [al. 16.] (t. 5. p. 1710 e.) 
Sunt quidam, qui in fine responso- 
riorum Gloria non dicunt, &c. 

12 De Vitis Patrum, c. 8. (al. 4.] 
(p. 1187 a. 9.)... Diaconus respon- 
sorium psalmum canere ccepit.— 
Conf. Hist. Francor. 1. 8. c. 3. (p. 
378 b. 8.) ....Jubet rex ut diaco- 
num nostrum, qui ante diem ad 
missas psalmum responsorium dix- 
erat, canere juberem. 

18 Isidor. Hispal. de Offic. Eccles. 
li 1. c. 8. (p. 392 h.) Responsoria 
ab Italis longo ante tempore sunt 
reperta: et vocata hoc nomine, quod, 
uno canente, chorus consonando re- 
spondeat. Antea autem id solus 
a agebat: nunc unus inter- 

um, interdum duo vel tres com- 
muniter [canunt], choro in plurimis 
respondente. 

4 Rupert. Tuitiens. de Divin. Of- 
fic. l. 1. c. 15. (t. 2. p. 721.) Re- 


sponsoria, que post lectiones cani- 
mus, nobis innuunt, sanctis monitis 
Dei factis nos respondere debere, 
ne simus similes pueris sedentibus 
in foro, audientibus ac dicentibua, 
Cantavimus vobis, et non saltastis ; 
lamentavimus vobis, et non plorastis. 
Dicuntur enim a respondendo. Tris- 
titia (leg. tristia] namque tristibus 
et lzeta leetis debemus succinere lec- 
tionibus : siquidem neque moris est, 
neque decoris, ut cum lector tristia 
dixerit, verbi gratia, que sunt pe- 
nitentize, sive lamentum aliquod Do- 
minicze passionis, chorus in respon- 
sorio saltet de gaudio regni et gloria 
resurrectionis. Sed dum lector, vel- 
ut Ioannes non manducans neque 
bibens, preedicat poenitentiam, nos 
itidem in responsorio ploramus : 
dum ille, velut Filius Hominis, man- 
ducans et bibens, cantat nobis de 
gaudio regni, succinentes eidem, 
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had their name, because they answered to the lessons, being 
sung immediately after them. Which seems to be the more 
likely reason. 

4. But we are not to imagine that these were the only 
psalms which the Ancients used in their psalmody. For some 
psalms were of constant use in the Church, as being appro- 


The psalmody of 


' priated to particular services. We have seen before'> that the 


63rd Psalm, “O God, my God, early will I seek thee,” was 
peculiarly styled the Morning Psalm, because it was always 
sung at morning service, as the 95th Psalm is now in our 
Liturgy. And the 141st Psalm, “ Let my prayer be set forth 
in thy sight as the incense, and let the lifting up of my hands 
be an evening sacrifice,” was always sung '° at evening service. 
They had also some proper psalms adapted to the nature of 
their communion-service and their funeral offices, as we shall 
see hereafter. And in the French Church, from the time that 
Musseus, presbyter of Marseilles, composed his Lectionarium, 
or Order of reading the Psalms and Lessons, at the instance 
of Venerius his bishop, the responsory psalms were all adapted 
to their proper times and lessons, as Gennadius !” informs us. 
And this, some learned men’® think was at first peculiar to 
the Gallican office, and a singular usage of the French Church. 
Which may be true as to the appropriating the several psalms 
to their proper lessons in the general course of the year: but 
it cannot be true if it be meant only of particular and solemn 
occasions. For the Church had not only proper lessons, but 
proper psalms read upon greater festivals, suitable to the occa- 
sion; and that long before the time of Muszeus’ composing his 
Calendar for the Gallican Church. For St. Austin !9 plainly 
informs us, that the 22nd Psalm, “ My God, my God, why 


XIV. 1. 





apte saltamus. Quodque uno pre- 
cinente, tam in his, quam in ceeteris 
ejusmodi [al. hujusmodi], chorus 
concorditer sequitur, illud astruit, 
quod Apostolus obsecrat, ut id ip- 
sum dicamus omnes, et non sint in 
— area aa 
. 13. ch. 10. 8. 1. V. 4. Pp. 554. 
16 B. . ch. 11. 8. 2. V. 4. Pp. 574. 
17 De Scriptor. Eccles. c. 79. (ap. 
Oper. Hieron. t. 2. p. 981.) Respon- 
soria etiam Psalmorum capitula tem- 
pori et lectionibus congruentia ex- 


cerpsit. 

18 Stillingfleet, Origines Britan- 
nice, ch. 4. p. 218. (v. 3. p. 134.) 
This will oblige us to enquire, &c. 

19 In Ps. a1. ap. Preef. Serm. 2. 
p. 43. (t. 4. p. 94 f, g.) Miror, fra- 
tres, si hodie Pealmus iste legitur et 
in parte Donati. Rogo vos, fratres 
mei, confiteor vobis, novit Christi 
misericordia, quia sic miror, quasi 
lapidei ibi sint, et non audiant..... 
Legamus illum, ba angustia 
temporis patitur, &c. 
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hast thou forsaken me, &c.,” was always read upon the day of 
our Saviour’s passion in the African Church, and he seems to 
mtimate that the Donatists did the same, though they were so 
stony-hearted as not to make a just application of it. And 
there is little question to be made, but that as they had proper 
psalms for this occasion, so they had for all the other solemn 
festivals. 

§. The other psalms were sung in the ordinary course of Otherssung 
reading from end to end, in the same order as they lay in the spp 
book, without being appropriated to any times, or lessons, or - say ies 
days, except those particular psalms which were appointed a8 being ap- 
proper for each canonical hour. Cassian 2° observes, that in silane 
Egypt, at the first beginning of the monastic life, there were or day. 
almost as many types, rules, or orders about this matter, as 
there were monasteries, somé singing eighteen psalms imme- 
diately one after another, others twenty, and some more. But 
at last by common consent, the number for morning and 
evening service was reduced to twelve 2!, which were read in 
one continued course without any lessons coming between 
them : for they had only two lessons, one out of the Old Testa- 
ment, and the other out of the New, and those read only when 
all the pealms were ended. He tells us also 2?, that in some 
places they sung six psalms every canonical hour, and some 
proportioned the number of psalms to the number of the hour 
at which they met at their devotions: so that at the third hour 


20 Inetit. 1. 2. c. 2. (p. 13.) Mul- 
tos namque comperimus alias 
regiones pro captu mentis suz, ha- 
bentes quidem, ut ait Apostolus, ze- 
lum Dei, sed non secundum scien- 
tiam, super hac re diversos typos ac 
regulas sibimet constituisse. Qui- 
dam enim vicenos seu _ tricenos 
pealmos, et hos ee antiphonarum 

tos melodiis, et adjunctione 
uarundam modulationum debere 
ici singulis noctibus censuerunt : 
alii hunc modum etiam excedere 
tentaverunt: nonnulli decem et oc- 
to; atque in hunc modum diversis 
in locis diversum canonem agnovi- 
mus institutum, totque propemodum 
typos ac regulas vidimus usurpatas, 
quot etiam monasteria cellasque con- 
speximus. 


31 Ibid. c. 4. (p. 15.).... Per uni- 
versam ... Augyptum et Thebaidem 
duodenarius pealmorum numerus, 
tam in vespertinis quam in noc- 
turnis solemnitatibus, custoditur, ita 
duntaxat ut post hunc (numeram] 
duse lectiones, Veteris scilicet ac 
Novi Testamenti singule, subee- 

uantur. 

22 Ibid. c. 2. (p. 13.) Sunt quibus 
in ipsis quoque diurnis erationum 
officiis, id est, tertia, sexta, nonaque, 
id visum est, ut secundum horarum 
modum, in quibus hzec Domino red- 
duntur obsequia, psalmorum etiam 
et orationum putarent numerum co- 
zquandum : nonnullis placuit sena- 
rium numerum singulis diel con- 
ventibus deputari. 


of the bi- 
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they had only three psalms, but six at the sixth, and nine at 
the ninth hour ; till upon more mature deliberation they came 
at last to this resolution, to have only three psalms 2° at every 
diurnal hour of prayer, reserving the greater number of twelve 
for the more solemn assemblies at morning and evening prayer. 
But the custom of conforming the number of psalms to the 
number of hours continued in use in some parts of France, or 
else was taken up in the time of the second Council of Tours, 
anno 567, as appears from a singular canon of that Council, 
which I have recited at large before *4 in the last Book. 

6. Besides these, it was usual for the bishop or precentor to 
appoint any psalm ‘to be sung occasionally in any part of the 
service at discretion: as now our anthems in cathedrals are 
left to the choice of the precentor, and the psalms in metre to 


shoporpre- the discretion of the minister, to choose and appoint what 
centor. 


psalms he pleases, and what times he thinks most proper in 
divine service. Thus Athanasius?> tells us he appointed his 
deacon to sing an occasional psalm, when his church was beset 
with the Arian soldiers. And St. Austin sometimes speaks of 
a particular psalm %, which he ordered the reader to repeat, 
intending himself to preach upon it: and it once happened that 
the reader mistaking one of these psalms, read another in its 
stead ; which put St. Austin upon an extempore discourse 2’ 
upon the psalm that was read by mistake to the people. And 
when we consider that they sometimes spent whole days and 
nights almost in psalmody ; as when St. Ambrose’s church was 
beset with the Arian soldiers 2*, the people within continued 
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28 ee L. 3. c. 3. See before, b. 
13. ch. 9. 8. 8. v. 4. p. 543. n. go. 
24C. 19. See ‘bd. 8. 9. V.4. Pp. 


649. 0. 9. 
35 Apol. 2. p. 717. [al. Apol. de 
Fug. n. 24-} (t T. part. 1. p. 265 a.) 
».+. KabecGels ent rov Opdvov, mpoe- 
Tpemroy Tov pep Sidxovoy avayweorKey 
y tous 8é Aaols traxover, 

“Ort eis rév aléva rd éXeos abrov. 

3 Preefat. in Ps. 31. (t. 4. p. 171 
e.) Hune autem psalmum ad eam 
gratiam pertinere, qua Christiani su- 
mus, testatus est apostolus Paulus: 
unde ipsam lectionem vobis legi vo- 
luimus. 

7 In Ps. 138. p. 6g0. (ibid. p. 


1534 a.) Psalmum nobis btevem 
paraveramus, quem mandaveramus 
cantari a lectore: sed ad horam, 
quantum videtur, perturbatus, alte- 
rum pro altero legit. Maluimus 
nos in errore lectoris sequi volun- 
tatem Dei, quam nostram in nostro 
proposito. 

Ep. 33. [al. 20.] ad Marcellin. 
Soror. (nn. 24, 25.] (t. 2. p. 858 e.) 
Exactus est totus ille dies in mo- 
rore nostro....Ego domum redire 
non potui, quia circumfusi erant 
militea, qui basilicam custodiebant. 
Cum fratribus psalmos in ecclesise 
basilica minore diximus. uenti 
die lectus est de more Liber Jona, 
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the whole night and day in singing of psalms; it will easily be 
imagined that at such times they did not sing appropriated 
psalms, but entertained themselves with such as the bishop 
then occasionally appointed, or left them at large to their own 
choice, to sing at liberty and discretion. Sometimes the reader 
himself pitched upon a psalm, as the necessity of affairs would 
allow him, or his own discretion direct him. Thus St. Austin 
tells us in one of his Homilies 29, that he had preached upon a 
psalm, not which he appointed the reader to sing, but what 
God put ito his heart to read, which determined his sermon 
to the subject of repentance, being the fifty-first or penitential 
Psalm, which the reader sung of his own accord, or rather, as 
St. Austin words it, ‘ by God’s direction.’ 

Sulpicius Severus tells a remarkable story to the same pur- 
pose in the Life of St. Martin®°. He says, when St. Martin 
was to be elected bishop, ‘ one, whose name was Defensor, 
among the bishops, was a great stickler against him. Now 
it happened, that in the tumult the reader, whose course it 
was to sing the psalm that day, could not come at his place in 
due time, and therefore another read the first psalm that he 
lighted upon when he opened the book, which happened to be 
the eighth Psalm, wherein were those words, “ Out of the 
mouths of babes and sucklings thou hast perfected praise, 
because of thine enemies, that thou mightest destroy the enemy 
and defensor,” as the Gallican version then read it,—Ut de- 
struas inimicum et defensorem.’ And this, though it seemingly 


tuito lector, cui legendi eo die of- 
ficium erat, interclusus a populo 
defuisset, turbatis ministris, Aun 
exspectatur, a non aderat, unus 


o completo, hunc sermonem ador- 
ps sum : Liber lectus est, fratres, 
&c. Ep. |} 

29 Serm. 27. ex. 50. t. 10. p. 175. 
e circumstanti 





[al. Serm. 352. De Utilit. Pcenitent. 
2.] (t. 5. p. 1363 d.) Proinde ali- 
quid de peenitentia dicere divinitus 
jubemur. Neque enim nos istum 
pealmum cantandum lectori impe- 
Tavimus: sed quod ille censuit vo- 
bis esse utile ad audiendum, hoc 
cordi etiam puerili imperavit. 

8 Vit. Martin. c.7.(p.472.) Inter 

iscopos tamen, qui affuerant, pre- 
cipue Defensor quidam nomine dici- 
tur restitisse: unde animadversum 
est, graviter illum lectione prophe- 
tica tunc notatum. Nam cum for- 


us, sumpto psalterio, 
quem primum versum invenit, arri- 
uit. Psalmus autem erat, Ex ore 
infantium et lactentium perfecisti 
laudem propter inimicos tuos, ut 
destruas inimicum et defensorem ! 
quo lecto clamor populi tollitur, 
are diversa confunditur. Atgue ita 
bitum est, divino nutu psalmum 
hunc lectum fuisse, ut testimonium 
operis Defensor audiret, quia, ex ore 
infantium atque lactentium in Mar- 
tino Domini laude perfecta, ostensus 
pariter et destructus est inimicus. 


10 The psalmody of XIV.1. 


were but. a chance thing, was looked upon as providential by 
the people, to overthrow the machinations of Defensor. 
shai tee 7. In some places, instead of lessons between every psalm, 
between they allowed a short space for private prayer to be made in 
Scala ss silence, and a short collect by the minister, which Cassian 3! 
stead ofa says was the ordinary custom of the Egyptian fathers. For 
lesson. + they reckoned®2, that frequent short prayers were more useful 
than long canunael ones, both to solicit God more earnestly 
by frequent addresses, and to avoid the temptations of Satan, 
drawing them into lassitude and weariness, whiclr was pre- 
vented by their succinct brevity. And therefore they divided 
the longer psalms into two or three parts 59, interposing pray- 
ers between every distinction. 
The Gloria 8. In all the Western Churches, except the Roman, it was 
pis customary also at the end of every psalm for the congregation 
endofevery to stand, and say, Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, and 
parca to the Holy Ghost! but in the Eastern Churches it was other- 
but notin wise: for as I have noted before, out of Cassian 54, in all the 
the Eastern ; ; é 
Churches. East they never used this glorification, but only at the end of 
the last psalm, which they called their antiphona, or Hallelujah. 
This was one of those psalms which had Hallelujah prefixed to 
it, and which they repeated by way of antiphona, or responsal, 
and then added, Glory be to the Father and to the Son and to 
the Holy Ghost! But in the Western Churches, he says, it 
was used at the end of every psalm. And so we are to under- 


stand those canons of the Council of Toledo ®*, which order, 
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31 Inatit. 1. 2. ¢. 5. (p. 16.)..... 
Undecim psalmos orationum inter- 
jectione distinctos, &c. 

82 Ibid. c. 10. (p. 23.) Utilias 
censent breves quidem orationes, 
sed creberrimas fieri. Illud quidem 
ut frequentius Dominum deprecan- 
tes jugiter eidem cohzrere possi- 
mus. Hoc vero, ut insidiantis Dia- 
boli jacula, que infligere nobis tunc 
preecipue, cum oramus, insistit, suc- 
cincta brevitate vitemus. 

88 Vid. Cassian. ibid. c. 11. (p. 
23.) Et idcirco ne pealmos qui- 
dem ipeos, quos in congregatione 
decantant, continuata student pro- 
nuntiatione concludere : sed eos pro 
numero versuam duabus vel tribus 


intercessionibus cum orationum in- 
terjectione divieos, distinctim par- 
acubeat eh eae &e. 
. ch. 10. 8. 14. V. 
571. 0. 68.- —Conf. Walafrid. Strab. 
fe b. Eccles. c. 25. (ap. Bibl. 
can t. +p p- 195 c-. Ape acne 
ymno, | honorem 
baer et unice Ninitati officiis 
omnibus interseritur, eum a Sanctis 
Patribus aliter atque aliter ordina- 
tum.... Hunc itaque hymnum non- 
nulli omnibus pene psalmis, et in- 
terdum incisionibus pealmorum, c0- 
aptant: responsoriis vero peuciori- 
bus, &c. 
35 Tolet. 4. c. 14. (al. 15.] (t. 5. 
p.1710e.] In fine psalmorum, non 
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Glory and honour be to the Father, and Son, and Holy Ghost! 
to be said at the end of the psalms and responsories: but the 
Decretal of Vigilius 26, which orders the same at the end of 
the psalms, must be taken according to the custom of the 
Roman Church to be used only at the conclusion of all. 
Other differences relating to the use of this doxology and 
its original shall be considered in the next chapter in their 
proper place. 

9. As to the persons concerned in this service of singing the The psalms 
psalms publicly in the church, we may consider them in four eae sae 
different respects, according to the different ways of psalmody. ey 
1. Sometimes the psalms were sung by one person alone, the 
rest hearing only with attention. 2. Sometimes they were 
sung by the whole assembly joining all together. 3. Some- 
times alternately by the congregation divided into distinct 
choirs, the one part repeating one verse, and the other ano- 
ther. 4. Sometimes one person repeated the first part of the 
verse, and the rest jomed all together in the close of it. The 
first of these ways Cassian 37 notes as the common custom of 
the Egyptian monasteries; for he says, ‘that except him, who 
rose up to sing, all the rest sat by on low seats in silence, 
giving attention to him that sang.’ And though sometimes 
four sang the twelve psalms in one assembly, yet they did it 
not all together, but in course one after another 38, each singing 
three psalms, and the rest keeping silence till the last psalm, 
which they all sang by way of antiphona, or alternate song, 
adding the Gloria Patri in the close. 

10. Sometimes again the whole assembly joined together ; Sometimes 
men, women, and children, united with one mouth and one al 
mind in singing psalms and praises to God. This was the assembly 
most ancient and general practice, till the way of alternate ae g 
psalmody was brought into the Church. - Thus Christ and his 


sicut a quibusdam huc usque, Gloria . abeque eo, qui dicturus in me- 
Patri, sed, Gloria et honor Patri, dium psalmos surrexerit, cuncti, se- 
dicatur, &c.—C. 15. [al. 16.] See dilibus humillimis insidentes, ad 
8.2. n. II, preceding. vocem peallentis ria cordis in- 
36 Ep.1. ad Eutherium, c.2. (CC. tentione dependean 
ibid. p. 312 c.)... In fine psalmo- % Ibid. c.5. (p. v6. ).... Unue in 
rum ab omnibus Catholicis ex more medium psalmos Domino cantatu- 
dicatur, Gloria Patri, et Filio, et ut exeongt= c. 8. See before, 
Spiritus Sancto ! eS as 10. 8. 14. V. 4. p. 871. 
37 Instit. 1. 2. c. 12. (p. 24.) Ut an. 
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Apostles sung the hymn at the last supper, and thus Paul and ! 
Silas at midnight sung praises unto God. Bellarmin®* indeed, 
and some other writers of the Romish Church say, this custom 
was not in use till the time of St. Ambrose; but they plainly 
mistake the introduction of the alternate way of singing psalms 
for this more ancient way, which derives its original from the 
foundation of the Church. Thus St. Hilary®9, who lived before 
St. Ambrose, takes notice, that the people all prayed, and all 
sang hymns together. And St. Chrysostom *°, comparing the 
apostolical times with his own, says, ‘ Anciently they alt met 
together, and all sang in common: and so do we at this day.’ 
And again ‘', ‘Women and men, old men and children, differ 
in sex and age, but they differ not in the harmony of singing 
hymns : for the Spirit tempers all their voices together, making 
one melody of them all.’ After the same manner St. Austin 
sometimes 42 speaks of singing the psalms between the lessons 
with united voices, though before his time the way of alter- 
nate psalmody was become very common in all parts of the 
Church. 

Sometimes 11. This way of singing the psalms alternately was, when 

alternately, the congregation, dividing themselves into two parts, repeated 


by the con- 
gregation the psalms by courses, verse for verse one after another, and 


38 De Bonis Operibus, 1.1. c.16. mum in ordtne tuo. Fortasse etiam 





t. 4. p. 1077. (t. 4. p. 1193 a.)}— 
S. Augustinus, Confess. 1. 9. c. 7.; 
scribit ab Ambrosio primum insti- 
tutum fuisse, ut, juxta morem Ori- 
entalium partium, (quatuor] psalmi 
atque hymni in Mediolanensi eccle- 
sia canerentur, atque hunc usum 
inde ad alias Occidentis ecclesias 
dimanasse: eumdem usum idem 
Augustinus probat tum loco notato, 
tum etiam, |. 10. c.33. Sed quod 
ait, ab Ambrosio id primum insti- 
tutum, non ita videtur accipiendum, 
base cantus ecclesiasticus in Occi- 

ente ante Ambrosii tempora plane 
ignotus fuerit. Contrarium enim 
testantur, que paullo ante citavimus 
ex Hilario et Tertulliano. Sed for- 
tasse loquitur Augustinus non de 
cantu absolute, sed de cantu totius 
populi. Antea siquidem psalmum 
cantabat unus, tantum audientibus 
ceteris. Unde est illud Hieronymi 
in Epist. ad Rusticum, Dicas psal- 


soli clerici, ut nune fieri videmus, 
canebant. Ambrosius autem ad 
leniendum mecerorem populi in per- 
secutione Justinze instituit, ut totus 
populus caneret. 

In Ps. 65. p. 232. (t. 1. p. 196 
c. n.4.) Audiat orantis populi con- 
sistens quis extra ecclesiam vocem, 
spectet celebres hymnorum sonitus. 

49 Hoi. 36. in 1 Cor. t. 3. p. 232. 
(t. 10. p. 340 b.) .... Suvperay ro 
wadaidy Gravres, xai Uméwadoy (al. 
érévadov } Kowv7. 

4) In Ps. 145. t. 3. p. 824. [Hom. 
in illud, Lauda, be) (t. 5. p.527€.) 
Kai yap kai yuvaixes cai Gvdpes, xai 
mpecBuras, xail veo. Siujpnvrar pev 
xara riyy mruxiay, ob Sinpyvras Be 
xara rov ris tpyedias Adyov. 

42 Serm. 10. de Verb. Apost. p. 
112. ae Serm. 176.] (t. 5. p. 839 e.) 
Deinde cantavimus psalmum i 
tantes nos invicem una voce, una 
corde, dicentes, Venite adoremus, &c. 
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not, as formerly, all together. As the other, for its common divided into 
conjunction of voices, was properly called symphony; so this, Babe sashes 
for its division into two parts, and alternate answers, was com- 
monly called antiphony, and sometimes responsoria, the sing- 
ang by responsals. This is plain from that noted iambic of 
Gregory Nazianzen‘4®, Lupdevoy, dvripevoy dyyeAay ordow, 
where the symphony denotes their singing alternately verse 
for verse by turns. Socrates*‘ calls it, dvripwvoy ipved(ay, the 
.antiphonal hymnody: and St. Ambrose*>, responsoria, singing 
by way of responsals. For, comparing the Church to the sea, 
he says, ‘ From the responsories of the psalms, and singing of 
men, women, virgins, and children, there results an harmonious 
noise like the waves of the sea.’ He expressly mentions women, 
in other places‘®, as allowed to sing in public, though otherwise 
the Apostle had commanded them to keep silence in the Church. 
St. Austin also frequently mentions ‘47 this way of singing by 
parts or alternately by responses: and he carries the original 
of it in the Western Church no higher than the time of St. 
Ambrose, when he was under the persecution of the Arian 
Empress Justina, mother of the younger Valentinian ; at which 
time both he 4, and Paulinus +?, who writes the Life of St. 
Ambrose, tell us, the way of antiphonal singing was first 
brought into the Church of Milan in imitation of the custom 
of the Eastern Churches, and that from this example it pre- 
sently spread all over the Western Churches. What was the 
first original of it in the Eastern Church is not so certainly 


43 Carm. Iamb. de Virtute. (t. 2. 
p- 218 d.) 

“4 L. 6. c. 8. (v. 2. p. 322. 30.) 
Aexréov 8¢ xal dev riy ap y fiaBev 
9 Kata ToUs dyrisboyous Upyous €» T7 
éxcAnoig cuvnbea. 

45 Hexamer. 1.3. c.5. (t.1. p.42 b. 
n. 23.) ... Responsoriis psalmorum, 
cantu virorum, mulierum, virginum, 
 eabbeeadelar consonans undarum 

ragor resultat. - 

Pref. in Ps. 1. n. 2. (t. 1. p. 
741 a.) Mulieres Apostolus m ec- 
clesia tacere jubet. Psalmum etiam 
bene clamant, &c. 

7 In Ps. 26. in Pref. (t. 4. p. 118 
e.) Voces iste psalmi, quas audi- 
vimus, et ex parte cantavimus, &c. 


—It. in Ps. 46. (p. 408 c.) Itaque 
in hoc psalmo, quem cantatum au- 
divimug, cui cantando respondimus, 
ea sumus dicturi que nostis. 

48 Confess. l.9. c. 7. (t. 1. p. 162 
f.) Tunc hymni et psalmi ut cane- 
rentur secundum morem Orienta- 
lium partium, ne populus meeroris 
teedio contabesceret, institutum est: 
et ex illo in hodiernum retentum, 
multis jam ac pene omnibus gregi- 
bus tuis et per ceeteras orbis partes 
imitantibus. 

49 Vit. Ambros. p. 4. (t. 2. preefix. 
append. p. 4 e.) Hoc in tempore 

rimo antiphone hymni ac ise 
in ecclesia Mediolanensi celebrari 
ceeperunt, &c. 
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agreed upon by writers, either ancient or modern. Theodo- 
ret 5° says, that Flavian and Diodorus first brought in the way 
of singing David’s Psalms alternately into the Church of An- 
tioch, in the reign of Constantius. But Socrates +! carries the 
original of this way of singing hymns to the Holy Trinity as 
-high as Ignatius. Valesius >? thmks Socrates was mistaken : 
but Cardinal Bona ** and Pagi>+ think both accounts may be 
true, taking the one to speak of David’s Psalms only, and the 
other of hymns composed for the service of the Church. Some 
say the custom was first begun by Ignatius, but destroyed by 
Paulus Samosatensis, and revived again by Flavian. But Pagi’s 
conjecture seems most reasonable, that Flavian only introduced 
this way of singing the psalms in the Greek tongue at Antioch, 
whereas it had been used in the Syrian language long before, 
as he shows out of Theodorus of Mopsuestia, and Valesius him- 
self confirms this out of the same author 55, whose testimony is 


14 The psalmody of 


50 L. 2. c. 24. (v. 3. p. 107.8.) primi, ait Theodoretus, psallentiaum 


Obra: rpéro: d:y7n SieAdvres rovs Trav 
WaAdvray xopous, x. T. Xr. 

51 L. 6. 8. (v. 2. p. 322. 32.) 
"Iyvdrios ... drraciay el8ev cyyédov, 
db: réy dyribdvey uve ri Ayiay 
Tpidda dprovrreay, xal rdv lees 
rod dpdueros ry éy "Avrioxeiq éx- 
KAnoig mapédwxer’ dOer xal ev racas 
rais éxxAngias avrn 7) wapddocrs dte- 


“oa [Ad Socrat. loc. citat. (ibid. 
n. 1.) Nescio unde hec hauserit 
Socrates. Constat enim primos 
omnium Flavianum ac Diodorum, 
ante Constantio, psallentium 
choros Antiochie bifariam divisisse, 
et Psalmos Davidicos alternis canen- 
dos eis tradidisse: eamque rem pri- 
mum Antiochis institutam, postea 
ad reliquas totius orbis ecclesias 
dimanasse. Grischov. | 
53 De Psalmod. c. 16. 8.10. n.t. 
(Pp. 457-) Scio, quidem Theodoretum, 
uidam, quoe nonnulli recentiores 
sequuti sunt, ad Flavianum et Dio- 
dorum, Autiochenos monachos, qui 
tempore Constantii Imperatoris flo- 
ruerunt, hanc institutionem referre. 
Veruntamen vel errasse istos dicen- 
dum est; vel non de quocunque 
alterno cantu, sed de solis Davidicis 
Psalmis intelligi debent. Hi enim 


choro in duas partes diviso, Hymnos 
Davidicos alternis canendos insti- 
tuerunt. 

54 Crit. in Baron. an. 400. n. 10. 
fal. 14] (t. 2. p. 34.) Ea tamen 
spegies jam ante Flavianum atque 
Diodorum a Syris videtur usurpata. 
Scribit enim Theodorus [ Mopsuest. ], 
Fiavianum ac Diodorum primos om- 
nium eam pealmodise speciem, quas 
antiphonas vocant, ex rum lin- 
gua in Grecam transtulisse, et om- 
nium prope solos hujus rei auctores 
cunctis orbis partibus apparuisse. 
Quod igitur Syri diu ante Flavia- 
num preestiterant, Psalmos Davidi- 
cos lingua Syriaca antiphonatim 
canentes, id Flavianus ac Diodorus 
a Grecis Antiochensibus, psalmos 
Greece canentibus, fieri institue- 
runt. 

55 Thesaur. Orthodox. Fid. 1. s. 
c. 30. (p. 482.) Ceeterum per id tem- 
pus Antiochie florebant, et virtute 
scientiaquecelebres habebantur, Fla- 
vianus et Diodorus, quorum ille 
Antiocheno episcopatui, hic Tar- 
sensi posteaspreefectus est. Atque, 
ut Theodorus Mopsuestizeus scribit, 
illam psalmodise speciem, quas an- 
tiphonas dicimus, illi ex Syrorum 
lingua in Grecam transtulerunt, 
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preserved by Nicetas. However this matter be as to the first 
original of this way of antiphonal psalmody, it is certain, that 
from the time that Flavian either instituted or revived it at 
Antioch, it prevailed in a short time to become the general 
practice of the whole Church. St. Chrysostom 56 encouraged 
it in the vigils at Constantinople, m opposition to the Arians. 
St. Basil 57 speaks of it in his time, as the received custom 
of all the East. And we have seen before, how from the time 
of St. Ambrose it prevailed over all the West. -And it was a 
method of singing so taking and delightful, that they some- 
times used it, where two or three were met together for private 
devotion. As Socrates*® particplarly remarks it of the Emperor 
Theodosius Junior and his sisters, that they were used to sing 
alternate hymns together every morning in the royal palace. 

12. Besides all these there was yet a fourth way of singing, Sometimes 
of pretty common use in the fourth age of the Church: which i —— 
was, when a single person, whom that age called a phonascus, repeating 
SroBodeds, or precentor*®, began the verse, and the people cada 
joined with him in the close. This the Greeks called dinxeiv, = and 
and tmaxotew, and the Latins succinere. And it was often ai sine 
used for variety in the same service with alternate psalmody. with him in 
Thus St. Basil®, describing the different manners of their Where also 
morning psalmody, tells us, ‘they one while divided them- ot wat 
selves into two parts, and sung alternately, answering to one acroteleu- 
another ; and then again they let one begin the psalm, and the praierpe in 
rest joined with him in the close of the verse.’ This was cer- paalmody. 


tainly in use at Alexandria in the time of Athanasius, as I have 
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ut omnium prope soli admirandi 
hujus operis omnibus Christiani 
hominibus auctores apparuerunt. 

56 Vid. Socrat. 1. Ge 8. (v. 2. 
p- 322. 6.) .... "ledwys etrAaBn els, 
By Tis Toy amovotépey tnd Top 
rowvuray gdav apedxvaby trys éxxAn- 
cias, dvririOnow avrois Tovs row idiov 
Aaov, Crus Ay cai av’roi rais vucrepi- 
pais Upporoyias oxoAd{orres, duav- 
porwec. per Thy éxeivoy tept rovrou 
gmovdnv, BeBaiovs b€ rovs oixeious 
apes THY €avTay Tiotw épyacwrrat. 
[See aleo before, b. 13. ch. 9. 8. 3. 
V. 4. p. 527. Nn. 23., and ibid. s. 4. 


- 533. n. 49. Ep. 
: FE, ba [al. 207.] ad Neoceesar. 


sag eel b. 13. ch. 10, 8. 13. V. 4. 
p- 569. n. 59. 
a L. 7. c. 22. (v. 2. p. 369. 5.) 
Oux dAXodrepa 8€ doxnrnpiov xa- 
réomoe ta Bacltea’ abris Tovyap- 
ouy, trais davrov ddeddais dpOpifer, 
dyripwvous tpyous els rd Oeiov EAeye. 

5° See b. 3. ch. 7. 8. 3. Vv. I. p. 
#o4-— Cont. Sidon. Apollon. 1. 4. 

p. 11. (p. 260.)... Psalmorum hic 
modulator et phonascus. 

60 Ep. 63. fal. 207.] ad Neoceesar. 
(t. 3. part. 2. p. 450 C. n. 3.)... Kal 
viv pev Styy Scaveunbevres, x. T-X. 


See before, b. 13. ch. 10. 8. 13. V- 4- 
p. 569. p. s9., from the middle of 
it onwards. 
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observed in the last Book®. For both he himself®?, and all the 
historians, who relate the story after him, in speaking of his 
escape out of the church, when it was beset with the Arian 
soldiers, tell us, he avoided the assault by setting the people 
to psalmody, which psalmody was of this kind: for he com- 
manded the deacon to read the psalm, and the people dzaxovew, 
to repeat after him this clause, “ For his mercy endureth for 
ever.” The common translations of Athanasius make this 
tnaxovew to signify no more than the people's attending to 
what the deacon read: but Epiphanius Scholasticus, the an- 
cient author of the Historia Tripartita®, having occasion to 
relate this very passage of Athanasius, rightly renders taaxovew 
by respondere. The deacon read, and the people answered in 
these words, ‘“‘For his mercy endureth for ever.” Valesius® 
thinks it should be read trnyxety instead of traxovey, in all 
those places of Athanasius and the historians after him: but 
there is no need of that critical correction; for both the words 
among the Greeks are of the same import, and signify to make 
answer, or responses, as Cotelerius®, a judicious critic, has 
observed. And so the word iraxovew is used both by Theo- 
critus®7 and Homer®*, So that there is no reason to dispute 


61 B. 13. ch.5. 8.7. v.4. p. 406. nasium et Historiam Ecclesiasticam 





62 Apol. 2. p. 717. See before, 

n. 3, a ata 

heodor. 1. 2. c. 13.—Socrat. 
1.2. c.11.—Sozom. 1.3. c. 6.—See 
these cited, b.13. ch. 5. 8. 7. V. 4. 
Pp. 408. n. 43. 

64 t. 5. c. 2 (ap. Oper. Cassiodor. 
t. 1. p. 239.) Residens in sede pre- 
cepi, ut diaconus psalmum legeret, 
populis respondentibus, (al. et populi 
responderent,] Quontam in seculum 
misericordsa efus. 

65 In Theodoret. 1. 2. c. 13. (v. 3. 
p: 87. n. 3.) Tovs &€ Aaovs traxovev. 
Scribendum puto vm7nyeir, id est, ut 
populns succineret clausulam psalmi. 

ta certe legisee videtur Epiphanius 
Scholasticus, qui hunc locum itaver- 
tit: Pracepi, ut dtaconus psalmum 
legeret, et popult responderent, Quo- 
nam in seculum misericordia ejus. 
Id Greci proprie dicebant trnxety : 
sic Basilius in Epistola faad Cle- 
ricos Neoceesarienses. 

66 In Conatit. Apost. 1.2. ¢. 57. 
(v.1. p. 262. n. 34.) Male, qui Atha- 


Theodoriti interpretati sunt, verbum 
braxovew putaverunt esse auscultare, 
spac s cum hic, et alibi, sepe 
significet respondere. 

67 Idyl. 14. [al. 13.] de Hyla. 
(Oxon. 1770. t. 1. p. 58.) Tpls & dp’ 
: mats Uraxovcey’ ter puer_respon- 

it. 
68 Odyas. 4. 283. (Glasg. 1814.) 
... Axovoaper ws éBénoas. Nai pev 
dudorépw pevejvaper Spundérre, *H 
fer Og pevat, f ev800er ally’ Sxaxotoat. 
—Aut exire, aut protinus respondere. 
—Conf. Stephani Thesaur. (voce, 
‘Yanxed. (t. 1. p. 1486 a.)... Item 
succino. Philo, de Vita M. ’Epod 
re Xextréa innyxoivros dvev ris ans 
dvavolas. Grischov.] (Stephanus, 
voce "Axove, (ibid. p. 293 c.) takes 
no notice of draxovew in the sense 
of inet, succinere, for which there 
is no very good authority. In the 
Supplices of Euripides (710) we have 

Gav ismnynoe, and Aristotle (Pro- 
Sem.) uses the term with reference to 
musical instruments. ‘Yraxovey more 
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the use of it in this sense in ecclesiastical writers. St. Chry- 
sostom © uses the word tmyeiv, when he speaks of this prac- 
tice: ‘The singer sings alone, and all the rest answer him in 
the close, as it were with one mouth and with one voice.’ And 
elsewhere’° he says, ‘The priests began the psalm, and the 
people followed after in their responses.’ 

Sometimes this way of psalmody was called singing acrostics. 
For though an acrostic commonly signifies the beginning of a 
verse, yet sometimes it is taken for the end or close of it. As 
by the Author of the Constitutions’!, when he orders one to 
sing the hymns of David, and the people to sing after him 
the acrostics or ends of the verses. This was otherwise called 
hypopsalma and diapsalma, and dxporeAcirioy and épiyvup, 
which are all words of the same signification. Only we must 
observe, that they do not always denote precisely the end of a 
verse, but sometimes that which was added at the end of a 
psalm, or something that was repeated frequently in the middle 
of it, as the close of the several parts of it. Thus St. Austin 
composed a psalm for the common people to learn against the 
Donatists, and in imitation of the 119th Psalm he divided it 
into so many parts according to the order of the letters in the 
alphabet, (whence such psalms were called abecedarii,) each 
part having its proper letter at the head of it, and the Aypo- 
pealma, as he calls it72, or answer, to be repeated at the end of 
every part of it, in these words, Omnes, qui gaudetis de pace, 
modo verum judicate; as the Gloria Patri is now repeated 
not only at the end of every Psalm, but at the end of every 
part of the 119th Psalm. And in this respect the Gloria Patri 


properly describes the antiphonal re- 
sponee. In Plato, (Crit. 43 a. Phed. 
59 e.) and in Aristophanes, (Vesp. 
273,) it eapecially describes a porter 
or servant answering a knock at the 
door. See also Acts, (12, 13,) Kpov- 
cavros 8 rov Herpov ryy Gupay rov 
wvAGvos, mpoonAGe wracdionn Uraxov- 
oat, x.r.A.—Came to listen, or to ask 
Who's there? so answering from 
within. Compare the passage from 
the Odyssey as cited above. Ep.] 

6 Hom. 36. in 1 Cor. p. 655. (t. 
10. p. 342 d.) Kai d WddAor Padre 

vos, Kay wavres annyaory (leg. onn- 
xaow] as €£ &vds ordparos 7 por) 
Pépera:.—Conf. Hom. 11. in Matth. 
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p- 108. See before, b. 13. ch.6. 8. 
7. V.4. p. 464. 2. 95. 

70 In Ps. 137- P. 518. (t. 5. p. 
405 d.)... Mera ray lepéoy ... xa- 
Tapyopevay, exeway mMporyoupevoy, 
Goya, xal dxodovéncw, xai dow 
oot, &e. 

71 L.2. ¢.57. (Cotel. v.1. p. 261.) 
“O Aads ra dxpoorixia Uroaliero. 

72 Ps. cont. Part. Donat. t. 7. p. 
I, (t.9. p. 1 and 2a.) Omnes, qui 
gaudetis de pace, modo verum judi- 
cate.—Conf. Retract. l. 1. c. 20. (t. 
I. p. 32 a.) Iste psalmus [nempe ut 
eupral sic incipit. Omnes, qut gau- 
detis, &c., quod ejus bypopsalma est. 


Cc 
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itself is by some ancient writers called the Aypopsalma, or 
epode, and acroteleutic to the psalms, because it was always 
used at the end of the psalms. Thus Sozomen??, giving an 
account of the Arians’ management of their psalmody at Con- 
stantinople in their morning processions, says, ‘ They divided 
themselves into parts, and sung after the manner of antiphona, 
or alternate song, adding in the close their acroteleutics, framed 
and modelled after their own way of glorification.’ Where, as 
Valesius 7 rightly observes, it is plain acroteleutic is but another 
name for the Gloria Patri, which they added at the end of 
the psalms, but perversely modelled to favour their own heresy: 
not saying, Glory be to the Father, and the Son, and the 
Holy Ghost! but Glory be to the Father, by the Son, and in 
the Holy Ghost! Again Sozomen?‘, speaking of the psalmody, 
with which the Christians brought the body of the Martyr 
Babylas from Daphne to Antioch, in the time of Julian, says, 
they who were best skilled began the psalms, and the multi- 
tude answered them with one harmonious consent, making 
these words the epode of their psalmody,—‘ Confounded be all 
they that worship graven images, and boast themselves in 
images or idol-gods.’ Meaning that this sentence was fre- 
quently repeated in the several pauses of their psalmody ; 
which the Ancients, we see, sometimes called an epode or dia- 
psalm, like that of the 107th Psalm, “‘O that men would 
therefore praise the Lord for his goodness, and declare the 
wonders that he doth for the children of men!” Which in the 
distinct parts of that one Psalm is four times repeated. 

13. From all this it is as clear as the sun at noon-day, that 
the people generally had a share in the psalmody of the 
ancient Church ; and that this was not an exercise strictly con- 
fined to the canonical singers, or any particular order in the 


72 L. 8. c. 8. (v. 2. p. 336. 14.) 
Kara roy ray dyrupdyey trpdroy fyyah- 


Aov, axporeXeutia cuvribevres mpds 


solebant hoc modo, Gloria Patri per 
Filiam in Spirttu Sancio, uti docet 


XIV. i. 








y avray Sdéay sreroinpeva. 
m5 In loc. (ibid. oa) Suffridus 
Petrus, qui tres postremos Sozomeni 
libros Latine interpretatus est, dxpo- 
reXevria Vertit corollaria. Ego clau- 
sulas vertere malui. Intelligit autem 
Sozomenus doxologias Arianorum, 
quas ad calcem hymnorum canere 


Philostorgius in 1. 3. Historie. 

74 1.5. c. 19. (ibid. p. 210. 34.) 
"Efnpxov 8€ réy WaApaw rois dAdors, 
of rovrous axpiBouvres, ai Euvernyet 
Td wAnOos dv cuuwrig’ nal ravrny 
Thy prow ender, HoyvvOncay rdyres 
ot mpooKxuvotrres Trois yAumrois, of 
€yxavya@pevos Trois eiddAots. 
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Church ; but that men, women, and children were all allowed bearing s 
to bear a part in it, under the direction and conduct of pre- Lect 
eentors, or those who presided in this and all other offices 
of the Church. Therefore the reflection which I have for- 
merly’?5 made upon Cabassutius, I cannot choose but here 
again repeat, who charges this way of singing as a mere 
novelty and Protestant whim, because it differs from the 
present practice of his own Church; though it be exactly 
agreeable to the practice of the ancient Church in all its 
several methods, and in all ages since the Apostles. Neither is 
there any one thing that can be objected against it, save a single 
canon of the Council of Laodicea’®, which forbids all others to 
sing in the church, except only the canonical singers, who 
went up into the ambo or reading desk, and sung out of a 
book. This I have explained to be only a temporary provision 
of a provincial Council, designed to restore or revive the 
ancient psalmody, when it might be in some measure corrupted 
or neglected, and not intended to abridge or destroy the 
primitive liberty of the people. Or if any thing more was 
intended by it, it was an order that never took place in the 
practice of the Church: it being evident, beyond all contra- 
diction, from what has now been said, that the people always 
enjoyed their ancient privilege of joining in this divine har- 
mony, and were encouraged in it by the greatest luminaries of 
the Church. 

14. To proceed then: we are to consider further, that psal- Pealmody 
mody was always esteemed a considerable part of devotion, paiel A a 
and upon that account was usually, if not always, performed the stand- 
by those that were engaged in it, in the standing posture. "sPo™e- 
Cassian indeed seems to make an exception in the way of the 
monasteries of Egypt: but his exception helps to clear the 
contrary rule, and shows also that their devotion was in the 
main performed in the standing posture. For he says’’, though 
by reason of their continual fastings and labour night and day, 
they were unable to stand all the time while twelve psalms 
were reading, yet they that read in course always stood up to 

76 she ; ‘ 

166.85. (tk p. igen ab Mp by Godew ladle 
wo THY Kavorixay Warraéy, roy eri = 77 Inatit. 1. 2. c.12. See before, 
roy dpBeva dvaBawdvreav, cal and 8. 9. 2. 37, preceding. 
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read: and at the last psalm79 they all stood up and repeated 
it alternately, adding the Gloria Patri at the end. In other 
places it was always the custom, as is plain not only from this 
exception, but from the testimony of St. Austin ®°, who speaks 
of the psalmody as an act of devotion, which all the people 
performed standing in the church. 


Ofthe use 15. As to the voice or pronunciation used in singing, it was 
ne orca of two sorts, the plain song, and the more artificial and elabo- 
oder rate tuning of the voice to greater variety of sounds and 
among the Measures. The plain song was only with a little gentle in- 
Ancients. 


flection, and agreeable turn of the voice, with a proper accent, 
not much different from reading, and much resembling the 
musical way of reading the Psalms now in our cathedral 
churches. This was the way of singing at Alexandria in the 
time of Athanasius. For St. Austin says*!, he ordered the 
reader to sing the psalm with so little inflection or variation of 
the tone, that it looked more like reading than singing. And 
this St. Austin ®? seems to intimate to have been the common 
way of the African Churches, as most agreeable to the slow 
genius of the African people. Whence some of the warmer 
Donatists made it a matter of objection, ‘ that the Catholics 
sung the divine hymns of the Prophets soberly in the church, 
whilst they sung their own psalms of human composition in a 
ranting way, and even trumpeted out, like men that were 
drunk, their own exhortations.’ St. Austin does not speak 
this, as if he wholly disapproved the other more artificial and 
melodious way of singing, but only as it was intemperately 
abused by many, and particularly by the Donatists. For. 
otherwise he commends* this way of singing, ‘as very useful 


79 Ibid. 1. 2. c. 8. See before, b. 
ao - 14. V. 4. p. 571. n. 68. 


c. 18. (t. 2. p. 142 b.).... Pleraque 


in Africa ecclesise membra pigriora 





8. 36. Serm. 3. p. 122. 
(t. 4. p. 283 g.) Certe ne verum est 
quod cantavi, certe verum est quod 
in ecclesia stans tam devota voce 
personui, &c. 

81 Confess. 1. 10. c. 33. (t. 1. 
p. 187 f.).... Qui tam modico flexu 
vocis faciebat sonare lectorem psal- 
roi, ut pronuntianti vicinior esset 
quam canenti. 

82 Ep. 119. [al. 55.] ad Januar. 


sunt: ita ut Donatiste nos repre- 
hendant, quod sobrie psallimus in 
ecclesia divina cantica Prophetarum, 
cum ipsi ebrietates suas ad canticum 
orum humano ingenio compo- 
sitorum, quasi [ad] tubas exhorta- 
tionis, inflamment. ; 

8 Confess. l. 10. c. 33. (t. I. p. 
187 f.) Veruntamen cum reminiscor 
lacrymas meas, quas fudi ad cantus 
ecclesie tus: in primordiis recu- 
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to raise the affections, when performed with a clear voice and 
@ convenient sweetness of melody,’ and says, ‘it was that that 
melted him into tears,’ when he first heard it in the beginning 
of his conversion, in the church of St. Ambrose. 

16. This plainly implies, that the artificial and melodious Artificial 
way of singing, with variety of notes for greater sweetness, palpi 
was used and allowed, as well as plain song, in the Italic ing of on 
Churches: and they mistake St. Austin, who think he speaks oa in sing- 
in commendation of the one, to the derogation of the other: img when 
for he professes to admire both ways for their usefulness, and with so- 
particularly the more melodious way, for this, ‘ Ut per oblecta- it ay 
menta aurium infirmior animus in affectum pretatis assur- 
gat,— That weaker minds may be raised to affections of prety, 
by the delight and entertainment of their ears.’ And whilst 
it kept within due bounds, there is nothing plainer than that 
it had the general approbation of pious men throughout the 
Church. 

17. Neither was it any objection against the psalmody of the No objec- 
Church, that she sometimes made use of psalms and hymns of aa 
human composition, besides those of the sacred and inspired pan 
writers. For though St. Austin, as we have just heard before, a diocing 

reflects upon the Donatists for their psalms of human compo- “mp 

sition, yet it was not merely because they were human, but barely as 
because they preferred them to the divine hymns of Scripture, °° 
and their indecent way of chanting them to the grave and 

sober method of the Church. St. Austin himself made a psalm 
_ of many parts, in imitation of the 119th Psalm, as has been 

observed above in the twelfth section of this chapter. And this 

he did for the use of his people, to preserve them from the 

errors of Donatus. And it would be absurd to think, that he, 

who made a psalm himself for the people to sing, should 

quarrel with other psalms merely because they were of human 

composition. It has been demonstrated in the fifth chapter of 

the last Book, that there were always such psalms, and hymns, 


and doxologies composed by pious men, and used in the Church 


experimentum salubritatis: magis- 


peratee fidei mese, et nunc ipso com- 
que adducor, non quidem irretracta- 


moveor (al. quod moveor] non cantu, 





sed rebus que cantantur, cum li- 
yee voce et convenientissima mo- 

ulatione cantantur, magnam in- 
stituti hujus utilitatem agnosco. Ita 
fluctuo inter periculum voluptatis et 


bilem sententiam proferene, cantandi 
consuetudinem approbare inecclesia ; 
ut per oblectamenta aurium infir- 
mior animus in affectum pictatis 
assurgat. 
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from the first foundation of it; nor did any, but Paulus Samo- 
satensis, except against the use of them: which he did not 
neither because they were of human composition, but because 
they contained a doctrine contrary to his own private opinions. 

St. Hilary and St. Ambrose made many such hymns, which 
when some muttered against in the Spanish Churches, because 
they were of human composition, the fourth Council of To- 
ledo®> made a decree to confirm the use of them, together 
with the doxology, Glory be to the Father, &c.! and Glory be 
to God on high!, threatening excommunication to any that 
should reject them. The only thing of weight to be urged 
against all this, is a canon of the Council of Laodicea ®, which 
forbids all iwrixods Wadpyods, private psalms, and all unca- 
nonical books to be read in the church. For it might seem, 
that by private psalms they mean all hymns of human compo- 
sition. But it was intended rather to exclude apocryphal 
psalms, such as went under the name of Solomon, as Balsamon 
and Zonaras®’ understand it; or else such as were not ap- 
proved by public authority in the Church. If it be extended 
further, it contradicts the current practice of the whole Church 
besides, and cannot, in reason, be construed as any more than 
& private order for the Churches of that province, made upon 
some particular reasons unknown to us at this day. Notwith- 
standing therefore any argument to be drawn from this canon, 
it is evident the Ancients made no scruple of using psalms or 
hymns of human composition, provided they were pious and 
orthodox for the substance, and composed by men of eminence, 
and received by just authority, and not brought clandestinely ~ 
into the Church. 

8 C. 12. (al. 13-1 (:§ 5. p- LI 


Quia a non al. nonnulli 
hymni humano studio compositi 


nullus nostrum ulterius improbet, 
sed pari modo in cer aig “ws . Gallia} 
Hispaniaque celebrent. Excommu- 


XLV. 1. 








esse noscuntur in laudem Dei, et 
Apostolorum ac Martyrum trium- 
phos, sicut hi quos beatissimi Doc- 
tores Hilarius atque Ambrosius edi- 
derunt, quos tamen quidam specia- 
liter reprobant, pro eo quod de 
panes sanctorum canonum, vel 
aoe traditione non existunt. 
sepa et illum h ymnum, 

ashi guotidie publico caivatoque 
officio in fine omnium psalmorum 
dicimus, Gloria et honor Patri, &c. 
.Sicut ergo orationes, ita et 
hymnos i in laudem Dei compositos, 


nicatione plectendi, qui hymnos re- 
jicere fuerint ausi. 


8 C. 59. (t.1. p.I ote) oe ov 
dei Breriaie Yepons AtyeoOas dy 
th dexhaoig, dxavdviora Bir ta, 


GAAa péva rd xavomxad THs Kawwns cai 

Tla\aas Acabnxns 
87 [ Ap. Bevereg. Pandect. (t. 1. PP. 
480, 481. ) Evpicxovral roves WaApol 
Tous py Varpovs rov Aafid 


dey Tou Zoopévros, x. 7. A.— 
’E ray py VYadpex rov Aafid, 
aot. A. Ep. 
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18. But there were some disorders and irregularities always But two 
apt to creep into this practice, and corrupt the psalmody and one 
devotions of the Church: and against these the Fathers fre- inveighed 
quently declaim with many sharp and severe invectives. Chiefly First, Over 
they complain of the lightness and vain curiosity which some — mang 
used in singing, who took their measures from the mien and curiosity in 
practice of the theatres, introducing from thence the corrup- tr ge 
tions and effeminacy of secular music into the grave and solemn the modes 
devotions of the Church. We have heard St. Chrysostom be- ae 
fore’? complaining of men’s using theatrical noise and gestures theatre. 
both in their prayers and hymns: and here I shall add the 
reflection which St. Jerom®* makes upon those words of the 
Apostle, (Eph. 5, 19.) Singing, and making melody in your 
heart to the Lord. ‘Let young men hear this, let those hear 
it who have the office of singing in the church, that they sing 
not with their voice, but with their heart, to the Lord: not like 
tragedians, physically preparing their throat and mouth, that 
they may sing after the fashion of the theatre in the church. 

He that has but an ill voice, if he has good works, is a sweet 
singer before God.’ 

19. The other vice complained of was the regarding more And, se- 
the music of the words, and sweetness of the composure, than seer 
the sense and meaning of them; pleasing the ear, without the ear 
raising the affections of the soul, which was the true reason for ear die 
which psalmody and music was intended. St. Jerom takes pean if 
notice of this corruption in the same place®, piving this cau- 
tion against it: ‘ Let the servant of Christ so order his singing, 
that the words that are read may please more than the voice 
of the singer: that the spirit that was in Saul may be cast out 
of them who are possessed with it, and not find admittance 


in those who have turned the house of God into a stage and 





7 B. 13. ch. 8. 8. 17. v. 4. p. 514. 


B. 90. 

In Eph. gs, 19. (t. 7. p. 652.) 
hediae heec eNilectentalt: audiant 
hi quibus di in ecclesia offi- 


cium est, Deo non voce, sed corde 
cantandum: nec in cedorum 
modum guttur et fauces dulci medi- 
camine collimendas, ut in ecclesia 
theatrales moduli audiantur et can- 
tica; sed in timore, in opere, in 
scientia Scripturarum. uamvis 


sit aliquis, ut solent illi appellare, 
xaxéwvos, 8i bona opera habu- 
yaig dulcis apud Deum cantor est. 


chow. | 

89 Ibid. (b.) Sic cantet servus 
Christi, ut non vox canentis, sed 
verba placeant que leguntur: ut 
spiritus malus, qui erat in Saule, 
ejiciatur ab his, qui similiter ab eo 
possidentur, et non introducatur in 
eos, qui de domo Dei scenam fe- 
cere populorum. 
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theatre of the people.’ St. Austin® confesses ‘ he was for some 
time thus moved to a faulty complacency in the sweetness of 
the song, more than the matter that was sung, and that he 
rather wished not to have heard the voice of the singer.’ 
St. Isidore of Pelusium9! brings the charge of these abuses 
more especially against women, and goes so far as to say, ‘ that 
though the Apostle had allowed them to sing in the church, 
yet the perverse and licentious use they made of this liberty 
was a sufficient reason why they should be totally debarred 
from it.’ And some are of opinion that it was abuses of this 
kind in excess, and not in defect, that made the Council of 
Laodicea® forbid all but the canonical singers to sing in the 
ehurch ; as thinking that they might be better regulated and 
restrained from such abuses by the immediate dependence they 
had upon the rulers of the Church. 

But the experience of later ages rather proves that this was 
not the true way to reform such abuses; since there are greater 
complaints made by considering men of the excesses committed 
in church-music after it was wholly given up to the manage- 
ment of canonical singers, than there were before. Witness the 
complaints made by Polydore Vergil 9, Maldonat, Durantus%, 


© Confess. 1. 10. ¢. 33. (t. I. p. 
188 a.) Tamen cum mihi accidit, ut 
me amplius cantus, quam res qué 
canitur moveat, pcenaliter me pec- 
care confiteor, et tunc mallem non 
audire cantantem. 

91 L.1. Ep. go. (p. 28 e.) Tas éy 
éxxAnoias prvaplas xararavaa Bov- 
Adpevos of rod Kupiov amdoroAct, xat 
rns huey madevral xaractdcews, 
WadActw ev avrais ras yuvaixcas ouve- 
Tras ouvexopnoayv’ add’ [as] mdvra 
eis rotvayrioy érpamn Ta Geopdpa &e- 
ddypara, xai rovro els éxAvow xai 
Gpaptrias indGerw trois mreloos yé- 

ye. Kal xardvufiy pev x trav Oeiov 
Upvow ovy Uropevovat’ TH 8é TOU pé- 
Lous nournte eis épeOcopdy rabnudroy 
xpmpevor, ovdey auriy Eyew mAéov 
Tey ext oxnyns aopareav AoylLorras. 
Xp) roivuy, el pédAoipev rd TH Oeg 
apéckoy (nreiy, xal rd xowwy cuppépow 
woe, Wavey Tavras kal THs ey EK- 
nAnoig pons, kal ris év wédet porns, 
hs ypioroxanndous, xal rd Oeioy yxa- 
piopa purOdy arodelas épyafopevas. 


92 See before, s. 17. n. 86, pre- 


ceding. 

98 De Rer. Invent. 1. 6. c. 2. p. 359. 
(p. 474.) Sed hodie nihilo plus e 
republica nostra esse apparet, quan- 
do cantores nostri ita in templis 
constrepunt, ut nihil preter vocem 
audiatur, et qui intersunt ejusmodi 
vocum concentui, quo eorum aures 
marime calent, contenti, de vi ver- 
borum minime curant. Unde eo 
ventum est, ut apud vulgus omnis 
fere divini cultus ratio in istis can- 
toribus sita esse videatur ; quos bo- 
na pars populi, ut audiat, in sacras 
sedes velut in theatrum concurrit, 
eos pretio conducit, eos fovet, eos 
denique solos domui Dei ornamento 
ease eristimat: tanto molliores et 
delicatiores in cantu flexiones et fic- 
te v magis delectant, 
quam certe et plane: ac si gratior 
est sonus, qui tremulo e gutture 
funditur, quam qui cum gravitate 
editur. 

#% De Ordine, c. 4. de Cantoribus. 
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and others in the Romish Church, and Bishop Wettenhal% in 
the Protestant Communion, which it is none of my business in 
this place any further to pursue. 


CHAP. IL. 


A particular account of some of the most noted hymns in use 
in the service of the ancient Church. 


1. Bur there is one thing may be of use for the better un- Of the less. 

derstanding the psalmody of the ancient Church, which is, to prema d 
give a distinct account of the most noted hymns that made a “te Father, 
part of her service. Among these, one of the most ancient and 
common was that which was called the lesser doxology,— 
Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, and to the Holy 
Ghost! Concerning which, we are to note, in the first place, 
that it was something shorter than it is now: for the most an- 
cient form of it was only a single sentence without a response, 
running in these words, ‘ Glory be to the Father, and to the 
Son, and to the Holy Ghost, world without end. Amen!’ Part 
of the latter clause, As it was in the beginning, is now, and 
ever shall be, was inserted some time after the first composi- 
tion. This appears from the most ancient form used both m 
the Greek and Latin Church without those words im it. 

The fourth Council of Toledo', anno 633, reads it thus: 


(t. 2. p. 238.) Preeterea nimis delec- 
tati homines musica ceeperunt mi- 
nore gravitate canere et majore stu- 
dio, quam decebat, in ecclesia. Qua 
de re conqueruntur omnes antigui 
auctores, qui de hac re aliquid scri- 
bunt, &c. 
% De Ritibus, ]. 3. c. a1. n. 11. 
(p. 333.) Verum hodie, dolenter re- 
ero, in ecclesiis musici, qui canto- 
rum vice funguntur, hominum om- 
nium dissolutissimi sunt: adeo ut 
adagium populo dederit, musice vi- 
vere, hoc est, dissolute et effoemi- 
nate. Hos e choro dejici optabat 
Lindanus, 1. 4. Panopli , c 78. 
Optabat item in ecclesis cathedrali- 
bus eligi cantores pealmorum intel- 
ligentes, et Deum vita simul et voce 
moderata potius, quam incondito 
garritu, lau » &e. 


% Gift of Singing, ch. 1. (p. 247. 
That music dherefore, wick eee 
of exciting devotion, and composing 
the soul to a sedate and fixed tem- 
per, only moves light and giddy 
meen ee an mu humour, 
and sporting, frisking, dancing 
sioite’ ts alt ther a be baniehed 
the Christian worship. To set an- 
thems or services in the way of ma- 
drigals, &c.—See aleo ch. 2. (p. 277.) 
....And yet some now-a-days are 
scarce content with the chromatick 
ecale.....but search after all the 
ae ic ral T ' 
12. [al. 13.] (t. 5. p.1710 a. 

In fine omnium elncnian dici- 
mus, Gloria et honor Patri, et Fitlso, 
et Spiritus Sancto in secula secu- 
lorum. Amen! 
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‘Glory and honour be to the Father, and to the Son, and to 
the Holy Ghost, world without end. Amen!’ Where we may 
observe, that not only the words As tt was in the beginning, 
§c. are omitted, but the word honour is added to glory, ac- 
cording to another decree? made in that Council, ‘ that it should 
not be said, as heretofore some did, Glory be to the Father, 
but Glory and honour be to the Father: forasmuch as the 
Prophet David says, “ Bring glory and honour to the Lord.” 
(Peal. 28, [now, 29.] 2.) And John the Evangelist, in the 
Revelations, heard the voice of the heavenly host, saying, 
‘Honour and glory be to our God, who sitteth on the throne,” 
(Rev. 5, 13.)’ From whence they conclude ‘ that it ought to be 
said on earth as it is sung in heaven.’ The Mosarabic Liturgy, 
which was used in Spain a little after this time, has it in the 
very same form?: ‘ Glory and honour be to the Father, and to 
the Son, and to the Holy Ghost, world without end. Amen!’ 
Which shows that that was the received way of using this 
hymn in the Spanish Churches. The Greek Church also for 
several ages used it after the same manner, only they did not 
insert the word honour, which seems to be peculiar to the 
Spanish Church. Athanasius, or whoever was the author of 
the treatise De Virginitate‘ among his works, repeats it thus, 
‘Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, and to the Holy 
Ghost, world without end. Amen!’ And Strabo says of the 
Greeks in general, that they omitted those words in the latter 
clause, As it was in the beginning. So that it is not easy to 
tell what time they first began to be used in it. Some say, the 
Council of Nice ordered them to be inserted against Arius : 
others, that the Church by common consent admitted them, in 
compliance with the doctrine of that Council, to confront the 


2 C.14. See before, ch.1. 8. 8. et unice Trinitatis officiis omnibus 








p. 10. D. 35. 
3 In Nativ. Christi, ap. Mabillon, 


de Liturg. Gallic. (p. 453.) Gloria 
et honor Patri, et Filio, et Spiritui 
Sancto in ssecula sseculorum. Amen! 


4 P. ro51.(t.2. p.god. n.14.).. 
.... Adéa Harpl, cat Yig, nad ‘Ayi 
IIvevpars’ xat viv, cal del, cai els 
rovs aidvas. 

5 De Reb. Eccles. c. 25. (ap. Bibl. 
Max. t.15. p. 195, c. 7.) Dicendum 
de hymno, qui ob honorem sancte 


interseritur, eum a sanctis patribus 
aliter atque aliter ordinatum. Nam 
Hispani, sicut superius commemo- 
ravimus, ita eum dici omnimodis 
voluerunt. Greci autem, Gloria 
Patri, et Filio, et Spiritus Sancto, 
et nunc, et semper, et in secula se- — 
culorum. Amen. Latini vero eodem 
ordine et eisdem verbis hunc hym- 
num decantant, addentes tantum in 
medio, Stcut erat in principio. 
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Arian tenet, which asserted that the Son was not in the begin- 
ning, and that there was a time when he was not. But if so, 
it is strange we should not hear of this additional part of the 
hymn in any Greek or Latin writer for above two whole cen- 
turies after. The first express mention that is made of it is 
in the second Council of Vaison®, anno 529, which says, it was 
then so used at Rome, and in Italy, and Afric, and all the 
East, and therefore is now so ordered to be used in the French 
Churches. Whence it is plain it was not in the French Churches 
before. And there is reason to conjecture that the East is here 
put for the West by a mistake of some transcriber, since it ap- 
pears from Strabo that in his time the custom of the Greek 
Church was still otherwise: and how long it had been the cus- 
tom of the Western Churches before the time of this Council 
is uncertain. The Spanish Churches, as we have seen, did not 
admit it till afterwards. 

There goes an Epistle, indeed, under the name of St. Jerom 
to Pope Damasus, which, if it were genuine, would make this 
addition more ancient than now it can be allowed to be: for 
there’? he advises Damasus to order, ‘that in the Roman 
Church at the end of every psalm there should be added, 
Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, and to the Holy 
Ghost: as it was in the beginning, 1s now, and ever shall be, 
world without end. Amen!’ But this Epistle is rejected as 
spurious by learned men of all sides, Bellarmin, Baronius, Bona, 
and others of the Romanists, as well as Protestants in general, 
because it contradicts the known practice of the Roman Church 
im another particular : for at Rome they did not use the Gloria 
Patri at the end of every psalm long after this, in the time of 
Walafridus Strabo®, neither do they now by the rubrics of the 


3-] ©. 5. (t. 1680 e.) (t.2. p. 277 €.}—Item inter Decreta 
Quie'ns non Soham in Sede Kosstotics: Damasi, ap. Crabb. (t. 1. p. 383.) 
sed etiam per totum Orientem et Istud carmen ae: omni psalmo 
totam Africam vel Italiam, propter conjungi y cost jas, &c. [Ap. Labb. 
hereticorum astutiam, qua [al. qui] (t. 2. p. 868 c.) wees ergo cliens 
Dei Filium non semper cum Patre tuus, ut vox ista psallentium in Sede 
fuisse, sed a tempore fuisse blasphe- tua Romana, die noctuque canatur, 
mant,; in omnibus clausulis! post et in fine psalmi cujuslibet, sive ma- 
Gloria, Sicut erat in principio dici- tutinis vel vespertinis horis, con- 
tur, etiam et nos in universis eccle- jungi precipiat apostolatus tui ordo 
siis nostris hoc ita esse dicendum Gloria Patri, &c.! Grischov. | 
decrevimus [al. decernimus. | 8 De Reb. Eccles. c. 2g. ap. Bibl. 
7 Ep. 53. {de Psalm. Emendat.] Max. (t. 1s. p. 195 d. 13.) Romani 
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Roman Breviary * at this day: whereas, if Damasus had made 
those orders as this Epistle directs, the Gloria Patri would 
have been used at Rome at the end of every psalm; which it 
was not, either there or in any of the Eastern Churches, but 
only in France, and some few other Churches, as we have heard 
before in [the eighth section of] the last chapter. 

There was another small difference in the use of this ancient 
hymn, which yet made no dispute among Catholics, till the mse 
of the Arian heresy, and then it occasioned no small disturb- 
ance. The Catholics themselves of old were wont to say, some, 
‘Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, and to the Holy 
Ghost!’ others, ‘Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, with 
the Holy Ghost!’ and others, ‘Glory be to the Father, in or 
by the Son, and by the Holy Ghost!’ Now these different ways 
of expressing were all allowed, so long as no heterodox opinion 
was suspected to be couched under them, as Valesius? has ob- 
served in his Notes upon Socrates and Theodoret, and St. 
Basil shows more at large in his book De Spiritu Sancto?®. 
But when Arius had broached his heresy in the world, his fol- 
lowers would use no other form of glorification but the last, 
and made it a distinguishing character of their party to say, 
‘Glory be to the Father, in or by the Son and Holy Ghost!’ 





eum [hymnum] in psalmis rariue, 
in responsoriis iterant. 

8 [Vid. Ed. Rom. 1571., inter Ru- 
bricas Generales Breviaria. In fine 
Psalmorum semper dicitur Gloria 
Patri, preeterquam in Psalmo, Deus, 
Deus meus, ad te de luce vigtlo; et 
in Psalmo, Laudate Dominum de 
celis ; in quibus dicitur tantum in 
fine ultimi Psalmi ante Canticum 
Benedicite, et ante Capitulum. Pre- 
terea non dicitur in triduo majoris 
hebdomade ante Pascha, nec in Of- 
ficio Defunctorum, cujus loco pro 
defunctis dicitur, Requiem eternam, 
&c.—This rubric is retained totidem 
verbis to the present day also. See 
the Mechlin edition, 1836, Rubric. 
Gen. c. 22. 8.7. p.57. Also the re- 
print at Mechlin, 1846. Ep.] 

9In Socrat. lL. 1. ¢. 21. (v. 2. p. 
tos. n. 4.) Intelligit Socrates 8ofo- 
Aoyias, que leguntur in fine sermo- 
num Eusebii, quas perpetuo ita con- 
cipit Eusebius, Gloria non nato Pa- 


‘p. 18, p. 67, et p. 


tri per Filtum suum unigenitum, &c. 
Atque id perspicere licet in Opuscu- 
lis Eusebii, que Jacobus Sirmondus 
in lucem edidit. Exempli gratia, in 
fine Libri primi contra Sabellium 
heec leguntur verba: Gloria unt non 
nato Deo, per unum unigentium 
Deum, Filkium Dei, in uno Spirite 
Sancto, et nunc, et semper, et per 
omnia secula se . Amen. Et 
sic in cseteris.... Porro notum est, 
Arianos prepositionem illam, 
quem, attribuisse Filio, eo consilio, 
ut illum Patri subjicerent.—In The- 
odoret. 1. 2. c. 24. (Vv. 3. p. 106. p. 1.) 
....In fine orationum et sermonum 
ad populum antiqui patres fere di- 
cebant, Av od, Per quem Omntpotenti 
honor et gloria, &c., ut videre est, 
tum apud Basilium in dicto loco, 
tum in Opusculis Eusebii Pamphili a 
Jacobo Sirmondo olim editis. 

10 Pp. 7, 25, a9: (t. 3. part. 1. 

3.) 
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intending hereby to denote, that the Son and Holy Ghost were 
inferior to the Father in substance, and, as creatures, of a dif- 
ferent nature from him, as Sozomen!! and other ancient writers 
inform us. And from this time it became scandalous, and 
brought any one under the suspicion of heterodoxy to use it, 
because the Arians had now, as it were, made it the Shibboleth 
of their party. Philostorgius'? indeed says, that the usual form 
of the Catholics was a novelty, and that Flavian at Antioch was 
the first that brought in this form of saying, ‘Glory be to the 
Father, and to the Son, and to the Holy Ghost!’ whereas all 
before him said either, ‘Glory be to the Father, by the Son, in 
the Holy Ghost!’ or ‘Glory be to the Father, in the Son, and 
in the Holy Ghost!’ But this is no more than what one might 
expect from the partiality of an Arian historian, and it is 
abundantly confuted by the ancient testimonies which St. Basil 
produces in his own vindication against some, who charged him 
with the like innovation ; in answer to which, he says'4, he did 
no more than what was done before by Irenzus, Clemens Ro- 
manus, the two Dionysi of Rome and Alexandria, Eusebius of 
Ceesarea, Origen, Africanus, Athenogenes, Gregory Thaumatur- 
gus, Firmilian, and Meletius, and what was done in the prayers 
of the Church, and with the consent of all the Eastern and 
Western Churches. Which would make a man amazed to hear 
Cardinal Bona‘ charging St. Basil as blame-worthy, for dis- 


Fikum in Spiritu Sancto. Que 


troy avaBonaa, Adéa Tarp) xal Yip 
cal ‘Ayip Tvevpari’ rev mpoa U- 


Tou, Tovs pév, Adfa Tarpi 8 Yiov 
éy ‘Ayie IIvevpart, Xéyesw" xal ravrny 
Baroy thy expdyvnow émimoddfar 
tous dé, Adga Harp cv Yig nal “Ayip 


pare. e 
13 De Spirit. Sanct. c. 29. (t. 3. 
.I. p. 84e. n. 72.) Elpnvaios 
exetvos, K.T.X. 

14 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 3. n. 2. (p. 
277.) Primus, qui eum [hymnum 
glorificationis} mutavit, Aétius fu- 
igse dicitur, ecclesiz Antiochene di- 
aconus, Arianismi instaurator, sic 
cani instituens, Gloria Patri per 


verba, licet per se nullam heeresin 
contineant, subdole tamen ab Arianis 
usurpabantur, ut illorum equivoca- 
tione suam impietatem celarent. [l- 
lis in sensu orthodoxo usus est S. 
Leo, (Serm. 1. de Nativitate, ) dicens, 
Agamus, dilectissims, las ~Deo 
Patri per Filitum ejus tn Spiritu 
Sancto. At vero Basilius, cum iis- 
dem verbis sermonem ad populum 
conclusisset, Catholicis displicuit, et 
ro illorum defensione librum apo- 
ogeticum edidit, quem de Spiritu 
Sancto ad Amphilochium inscripsit, 
sed non omnibus satisfecit. Adeo 
verum est, oportere Catholicum doc- 
torem irreprebensibilem esse, et a 
vocibus abstinere, qu communiter 
ries arg habentur, et pias aures of- 
fendunt, quamvis vere sint et or- 
thodoxz in eo sensu, quo scribentes 
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pleasing the Catholics in using the form of the heterodox party ; 
when it is plain it was the heterodox party that quarrelled 
with him for using the Catholic form of the Church. And yet 
though he blames St. Basil without grounds, telling us, ‘that a 
Catholic doctor ought to be without rebuke, and abstain from 
terms that have a suspected sense, and offend pious ears;’ yet 
he has nothing to say to Pope Leo, who, if either, was more 
certainly liable to his censure, for using the Arian form of 
doxology, though in a Catholic sense, in one of his Christmas 
sermons!>, which he thus words, ‘ Let us give thanks, beloved, 
to the Father, by his Son, in the Holy Ghost!’ St. Basil never 
used this suspected form, though he says it might be used with 
an orthodox meaning, but always, ‘Glory be to the Father, 
with the Son and Holy Ghost!’ For which he was charged by 
some heterodox men as an innovator; but there was no room 
for Bona’s censure. 

Having thus stated the ancient form and modification of this 
hymn in its first original, and subsequent progress that it made 
in the Church, we are next to see to what use it was applied, 
and in what parts of divine service. And here we may observe, 
that it was an hymn of most general use, and a doxology 
offered to God in the close of every solemn office. The Western 
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vel preedicantes eas concipiunt et 
docent. Ideo Apostolus Timotheo 
precipit, ut depositum custodiret, 
et profanas vocum novitates devita- 
ret. (See Theodoret, 1. 2. c. 24, re- 
cording the testimony of Athana- 
sius against Leontius the Arian. (v. 
3. p. 106. 2.).... Kal dkyn dinpnpe- 
yous rovs lepwpuévous xai roy Aowrdy 
Spsrov Gewpay, xal rovs péy roy, xal, 
guvdecpov emi THs Tov Yiov Bofoho- 
yias riBévras, rous 3¢ ri per, de od, 
awpdbecty eri rov Ylov, rny de, év, émt 
rou IIvevparos mpooapyd{orras, ovy7 
rnv B8o€odoyiay mpoeheperv. — Cont. 
Varior. Not. in verba, Tov, cal, ovr- 
decpor. (n.a. ad calc. p. ejusd.) Du- 
plicem doxologiz formam se usur- 
se prodit S. Basilius in Libro de 
piritu Sancto, c. 1. sub fin. (t. 3. 
part. 1. p. 4 d.) Upocevxopere por 
pany pera Tov Aaov Kai audorépws 
ri Sofodoyiay arom\npoivrs re Oe@ 
cat Ilarpi, (viv pév, pera tov Tlov 
ob te Mvevpars TH ‘Ayly, viv dé, 
Sa rou Tod dy ‘Aylp Mvevpert,) én- 


éoxnW dy rives rey rapdvrey Een{ov- 
oats nas povais xeypnobas Aeyovres, 
cai dua mpds dAAndas vrevarrios 
éxovcas. Utramque autem formam 
hbro isto diffuse defendit Basilius. 
Defendit et Socrates (I. 2. c. a1.) 
Eusebium Pamphili, eo quod glori- 
ficationibus suis dicere solitus est, 
3a Xpiorov, per Christum; idque 
exemplo antiquiorum Scriptorum et 
ipsius Pauli Apostoli. Quia tamen 
Ariani doxologia illa, per Christum, 
eo consilio usi sunt ut Deitati ejus 
detraherent, adeo ut Orthodoxi et- 
iam episcopi, Eusebius et Basilius, 
hoc nomine apud ccetus suos Ari- 
anismi suspicione laborarent, ideo 
paulatim in desuetudinem hac for- 
mula abiit; illa autem altera, tan- 
quam sincere fidei tessera, in Ho- 
oe et Liturgiis retenta est, &c. 
D. 
18 erm. . (al.ar. af de Nativ. 
(t.1. p. 66.) Agamus, dilectissim}, 
eae Deo Patri per Filium ejus in 
piritu Sancto. 
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Church repeated it at the end of every psalm, and the Eastern 
Church at the end of the last psalm, as we have seen in the 
[eighth section of the] last chapter. Many of their prayers 
were also concluded with it, as we shall find in various instances 
in the following parts of this and the next Book ; particularly 
the solemn thanksgiving or consecration-prayer at the eucharist, 
to which Irensus'§ and Tertullian ’” refer, when they mention 
the close of it ending in these words,—alévas tév aldvev, world 
without end. Amen! The whole doxology commonly running 
thus: ‘To Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, be all glory, wor- 
ship, thanksgiving, honour, and adoration, now and for ever, 
throughout all ages, world without end. Amen!’ as it is in the 
Constitutions!®. Or, if the prayer ended, ‘ By the intercession 
of Christ,’ then it was!9, ‘To whom with thee,’ or ‘ With whom 
unto thee and the Holy Spirit, be all honour, glory, &c., 
world without end. Amen!’ This was also the ordinary con- 
clusion of their sermons: ‘That we may obtain eternal life 
through Jesus Christ, to whom with the Father, and the Holy 
Ghost, be all glory and power, world without end!’ as may be 
seen in the Homilies of Chrysostom, Austin, Leo, and all 
others, of which more in the fourth chapter of this Book. 

2. Another hymn of great note in the ancient Church was of the 
that which they commonly called the angelical hymn, or rh yn 
great doxology, beginning with those words which the angels ry de to 
sung at our Saviour’s birth, ‘Glory be to God on high, &ec.’ ea 
This was chiefly used in the communion-service as it is now 
in our Church; and there we shall speak of it again in 
its proper place, {in the thirty-second section of the next 
Book.] It was also used at morning prayer daily at men’s 
private devotions, as I have shown before®° out of Athanasius 


16 L.1. c. 1.—See before, b. 13. 
ch. 5. 8.5. Vv. 4. p. 384. n. 71. "Ort cos naoa ddfa, oéBas xal evya- 
17 De Spectac. c. 25. (p. 83 b.) proria, ripy eal Tpookiyyors, TH Ta- 
Quale est enim de ecclesia Dei, in pl, xalro Yip, cai rp “Ayio Lved- 
Diaboli ecclesiam tendere? de ceelo pari, xal viv, wal det, ce | els rovus 


18 L. 8. c. 12. (Cotel. v.1. p. 404.) 


(quod aiunt) m cenum? illas ma- 
nus, quas ad Deum (al. Dominum] 
extuleris, postmodum laudando his- 
trionem fatigare? ex ore, quo Amen 


in sanctum protuleris, gladiatori 
testimonium reddere? els aiévas ar 


alévos alii omnino dicere, nisi Deo 
[et] Christo? 


ave\Xeureis cal adreXeurnrous aldévas 
Tév aloywy. *Apuny. 

19 Thid. c.13. (p.404.)...Me” of 
ao Odfa, ripn, abot, 8oforoyia, ev- 
xaptoria, kai r@ ‘Avi Lvevpart, els 
rous ai@vas. "Apny. 

2 See b. 13. ch. 10. 8 9. V. 4. 
p. 562. nn. 33, 34- 


ry 
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and the Constitutions, where the reader may find it repeated 
at length under the title of zpocevyy éwbivh, the morning 
prayer. In the Mosarabic Liturgy it is appointed to be sung 
in public before the lessons on Christmas-day. St. Chry- 
sostom 2) often mentions it, and in one place“? particularly 
observes, of those who retired from the world to lead an ascetic 
life, ‘ that they met together daily to sing their morning hymns 
with one mouth to God, among which they sung this angelical 
hymn with the angels in heaven.’ But I have observed 
before 23, that this was not the common practice of all Churches, 
to sing it every day at morning prayer, but only in the com- 
munion-service ; or at least only upon Sundays, and Easter- 
day, and such greater festivals of the Church. 

Who first composed this hymn, adding the remaining part to 
the words sung by the angels, is uncertain. Some 2‘ suppose 
it to be as ancient as the time of Lucian, who lived in the 
beginning of the second century, and is thought to mean it in 
one of his Dialogues, where he speaks of the hymn with many 
names, wohuvévupoy gdijv, as used by the Christians: others 
take it for the Gloria Patri, which is a dispute as difficult to 
be determined, as it is to find out the first author and original 
of thishymn. And all I shall say further of it is only what 
was said heretofore by the fourth Council of Toledo? against 
some who rejected the hymns of St. Hilary and St. Ambrose 
and others, because they were of human composition: ‘ that by 
the same reason they might have rejected both the lesser 
doxology, ‘Glory and honour be to the Father, and to the 
Son, and to the Holy Ghost!’ which was composed by men ; 
and also this greater doxology, part of which was sung by the 
angels at our Saviour’s birth, ‘Glory be to God on high, and 
on earth peace to men of good will !’ (so they read it, as many 





31 Hom. 3. in Col. p. 1337. (t. 11. 
Pp: 347 b.) Acad rovro ebyapioroivres 
Aeyopnev, Adfa ev tpioras Ge, nal 

ns elpnyn, év avOpmmas evdoxia. 
—Hom. 9. in Col. p. 1380. (ibid. p. 
393 d.) Tis 6 dpvos ray dye, rl eyes 
Ta xepouBip icacw of morroi’ ri éde~ 
yor ol dyyehor caro. Adta ev tWic- 
rots Geg. 

22 Hom. 68. al. 69. in Matth. p. 
Goo. (t. 7. p. 674 c.).... Tl ray 


ayyeAor otros dtvéornxey 6 xopds ray 
em yas Gddvrav xai Aeydévreav, Adfa 
év invioros Ged, xal emt yns elpnyn, 
év avOpwras ciberia. 

2 B. 13- ch. 10. 8.9. V. 4. p. 561. 

24 Smith’s Account of the Greek 
Church, (p. 226.) This I conjecture 
to be the wd) roAvayupos mentioned 
by Lucian in his Philopatris, &c. 

rs See before, ch. 1.8. 17. p. 22. 
n. 85. 
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other Greek and Latin writers did;) but the rest that follows 
was composed and added to it by the doctors of the Church.’ 
$. A third hymn of great note in the Church was the Ofthe Tris. 
Cherubical Hymn, or the Trisagion, as it was called, because pease 
of the thrice repeating, Holy! Holy! Holy! Lord God of Hymn, Ho- 
Hosts! in imitation of the Seraphims in the vision of Isaiah. Moly | 
The original form of this hymn was in these words, ‘ Holy! 
Holy ! Holy! Lord God of Hosts! heaven and earth are full of 
thy glory, who art blessed for ever! Amen.’ Thus it is in 
the Constitutions 5, and frequently in St. Chrysostom 6, who 
says always that it was in the same words that the Seraphims 
sung it in Isaiah. Afterward the Church added some words 
to it, and sung it in this form, “Aytos 6 @eds, “Aytos “Ioxupos, 
“Ayws "A@dvatos, eAdnoov ipas,—Holy God, Holy Mighty, 
Holy Immortal, have mercy upon us! This form is ascribed 
by some to Proclus, bishop of Constantimople, and Theodosius 
Junior, anno 446. And in this form not long after we find it 
used by the fathers of the Council of Chalcedon 27 in their 
condemnation of Dioscorus. Which is also noted by Da- 
mascen 28, who says, ‘ the Church used this form to declare her 


% L. 8. c.12. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 402.) 
*Aytos,"Ayjios, "Aytos, Kuptos ZaBabé: 
aAnpys 6 otpavos cal yn y7 THs Sdéns 
atrot’ evAoyzrés els rods aldvas. 

y. 
Hom. 1. de Verb. Esai. t. 3. 
p. 834. See before, b. 13. ch. 9. 8. 4. 
V. 4. p. 530. the latter part of n. 35. 
—Conf. Hom. 6. in Seraphim, p. 
290. (t. 6. p.1416.) Ipdérepoy perv 
yap éy rois ovpavois obros j8ero 
pdvoy é bpvos. Errecdy 8¢ eriBivat THs 
yas xatngiwcey 6 Acondtns, cal riv 
pedrpdiay ravrny Kkarnveyxe mpds 1- 
pas, did rovro cal b péyas obros dp- 
vepevs, erevday ext THs ayias ravTns 
orhky rpawé{ns, THv AoyiKiy ava- 
ipey Aarpeiay, Ty avaipaxroy mpoc- 
Gépwr Ovoiay, ovy amhés npas ém 
Thy ebgnpiay ravrny Kxadet, dAAd 
, ra XepouPlp elrav, xai ray 
Sepaghs dyapynoas, ovTw mapaxe- 
Aeveras Taow avanépyat ri» ppixo- 
Seordmy harjy, ry THY ovyxopevdy- 
Tey pny THY Sidvoiay Nay and THs 
ys dvacray, Kal povovovy! Body 
wrpos éxacroy nua, nai Aéyor, Mera 
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toy Lepahip does, perd roy LTepa- 
dip ornOt, per dxeivoy tas mré- 
pvyas méracoy, per exeivwov trept- 
irraco tov 6pdvoy roy Bactkixov.— 
Cyril. Alexandr. Catech. [23.] Mys- 
tag. 5. n. 5. [al. 6.] See before, b. 
13. ch. §. 8. 7. V. 4. p. 411. n. 65. 
near the beginning.— Conf. C. Va- 
sens. 2. [al. 3.] c. 3. (t. 4. p. 1680 d.) 
Et in omnibus Missis, &c. 

27 Act. 1. (t. 4. p. 309. [corrige 
323] c.) “Aysos 6 cds, “Aysos "Ioxv- 
pos, Aywos "A@avaros, éXenooy nyas. 

28 De Fid. Orthodox. 1. 3. c. ro. (t. 
I. p. 218 d.) “Hyeis 76,” Ayios 6 eds, 
él rov Ylatpés éxXAapBavopey, ovx 
arp pdévy rd ris Oedrnros adopi- 
(ovres Svoua, GAAG xal roy Yidy Oedy 
eiddres, xal rd TIvedpa rd "Aytor’ xa) 
rb, “Aytos Ioxupds, emi rod Yiot ribe- 
pev, ovx araugierworres ris loyvos 
roy Hlarépa «ai rd Tvedpa rd “Aytov" 
cal rd,"Aytos’ AOavaros, émi rov ‘Ayiou 
Llvedparos rdrroyev, ovx e£w rhs 
d@avacias riBévres troy Uarépa kat 
roy Yidy, aAdX’ é’ éxdorns rev 
troordcewy micas tas Oewvupias 

D 
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faith in the Holy Trinity, applying the title of Holy God to 
the Father, and Holy Mighty to the Son, and Holy Lnmortal 
to the Holy Ghost: not as excluding any of the three Persons 
from each of these titles, but in imitation of the Apostle, who 
says, “To us there is but one God, the Father, of whom are all 
things, and we by-him; and one Lord, Jesus Christ, by whom 
are all things, and we by him.” And thus this hymn con- 
tinued to be applied to the whole Trinity, till Anastasius the 
Emperor, as some?9 say, or as others®° relate, Peter Gnapheus, 
bishop of Antioch, caused the words, 5 oravpwiels 3: jas, that 
was crucified for us, to be added to it. Which was intended 
to bring in the heresy of the Theopaschites, who asserted that 
the Divine Nature itself suffered upon the cross, and was 
in effect to say that the whole Trinity suffered, because this 
hymn was commonly applied to the whole Trinity. To avoid 
this inconvenience, one Calandio, bishop of Antioch, in the 
time of Zeno the Emperor, made another addition to it, of the 
words, Christ our King, reading it thus, ‘Holy God, Holy 
Mighty, Holy Immortal, Christ our King, that wast crucified 
for us, have mercy on us!’ as Theodorus Lector 2! and other 
historians 82 inform us. These last additions occasioned great 
confusion and tumults in the Eastern Church, whilst the Con- 
stantinopolitans and Western Churches stiffly rejected them ; 
and some of the European provinces, the better to confront 
them and maintain the old way of applying it to the whole 
Trinity, instead of the words, crucified for us, expressly said, 


ands xa) arodvros échapBavorres, ey yeyonperny, Praopnpoy dpt- 
xal roy Oeiov’ArdoroAoy exutpoupevt, (déueba 
dacxovra’ “Hy 8¢ els eds, 6 Darjp, 31 L. 2. (v. 3. p. 582. 1.) Kahavy- 
€£ oS ra mdvra, nai nyeis ef aro’ Sleova Aeyer mpoo Gira rp Tpicayig, 
kat els Ktpios, 'Inoois Xpiords, 8: of =Xpurré Bacshev, dia rods mporederxs- 
ra wdyra, cai jueis & abrov’ cal » a ‘O cravpobels 3° ¥ "pas, 
Tivetpa “Aywoy, dy g ra mévra, ral oe an. 16. Zenonis, p. 
fmeis éy avrg. 353- (ap. Pa) 2h Hist. Scriptor. t. 
29 Evagrius, L 3. c. 44. (Vv. 3. p- Pp. 279 ¢. Zivev b¢ 6 Bacidevs, 
80.10.) "Ava be rd Bu{dyrioy, mpoo- aveGeis ray ee sts é&éBade ris 
nkny rov BaciAéeas ey rH belated _ cias "Ayrto xelas Kalavdieva, 
BovhnGévros monoag Gat, 14, 0 ovav- a) of% pirey els sOacw, Ter de 


peobeis oe npas, peyiorn ordots ye- te Koa xaregrnoey ev , os 
yovey, as Ta cane fia ris Xpioriayns = €AOdy *Avridxecay woddd ‘oak 
Opyoxeias aberoupé: éroingey. .. . . Updrepov de ft; 


Damascen. de. Fid. Orthodox. Once r@ Tproayig, Xpiore Bacied, 6 
eat c. 10. (t. I. p.218 c.) ’EvretOew oravpwbels 3: ypas’ vorepov de AA- 
sa bat dy rq Tpicayl spoon» Ody mepeide 10, Xprore Bacwred. 

paradppovos lerpouv rov 
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‘Holy Trinity, have mercy on us!’ as we find it in Ephrem 
Antiochenus, recorded by Photius °°. 

This is the short history and account of the rise and progress 
of this celebrated hymn in the service of the Church, and of 
the heretical corruptions and interpolations that were intended 
to be made upon it. As to its use, it was chiefly sung in the 
middle of the communion-service, as we shall see more ex- 
pressly hereafter in the [ninth section of the third chapter 
of the] next Book: but it was sometimes used upon other 
occasions, as we have heard in the Council of Chalcedon 
[just] before: and some Greek Ritualists 24 tell us, that it was 
always sung before the reading of the Epistle, which was 
anciently a part of the service of the catechumens. But then 
they distinguish between the 7risagion and the Epinicion, 
or Triumphal Hymn, calling the simple form, Holy! Holy! 
Holy ! Lord God of Hosts!, the Epinicion, which was sung in 
the communion-service, and the other, the 7risagion, which 
was sung in the service of the catechumens: but the more 
ancient writers do not observe this distinction ; and therefore 
I have here put both forms under the common name of the 
Trisagion. He, that would see this history more at large 
may consult Christianus Lupus ®> upon the Council of Trullo, 
and Mr. Allix, who has written a peculiar treatise 96 upon the 
subject. 

4, Next to the Trisagion, there is frequent mention made Of the 
among the ancient writers of singing the Hallelujah! By which rae a 


8 Biblioth. cod. 228. (p. 773. 
34.) Upordrre: dé rijs yuuvacias ray 
€dnuévey pnudroyv, dixaiay ria Tov 
Tptoayiov vpyov’ nal yup cal 6 Znvd- 
Bus, Tis Kowwns éxxdrnoias éavrdyv d- 


weppntas, spéhaci edidouv rhv mrepl 
Ty Tpiordytov Sofohoyiay kavoroplay. 


Ono d€ 6 "Edpaipos ryy ovary 
t lay rovs pay tiv dyaroAny 
olxovvras els roy Kuptov ipa 'Incovy 


Xpioroy 
71d, ‘O cravpobeis 80 nyas* rovs 8é rd 


‘pedda, rihy pianian arkcrtee bed 
pnd dvéxerGar rovrous émuoruvdrrewy 
10, ‘O cravpedels 8c Hpas, va px) wabos 


Tp Tprad: repeayroocy. Ev roAais dé 
fais xara Thy mpotny Elpomrny érap- 
xlats dvri rod ‘O oravpwbeis 3: Huas, 
0 ‘Ayla Tpids eAenooy nas, erayeww* 
€£ Sy émédndérepov tov oxomdy rov 
evocBovvroy xablorracGat, ws els Thy 
satiate ro"Ayos 6 Oeds, “Ayios 
"Ioyupds,"Aytos "AGdvaros, dydyorres, 
dep cal dxodovdep yg ‘O 
orav s Ot nas, 7 icpovrat. 
3% Germanus, Where Reckes, 
(Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. t. 2. p. 145 a.) 
Mera 8¢ rov Tprodyioy Upvoy dvayt- 
vooxeras BeSriov arooroArkdy. 


85 Scholia in Can. 81. Trullan. (t. 
3 pp-145, seqq.) Sacrum Trisagium, 


Cc. 
36 Dissertatio de Trisagii Origine. 
Rothomag. 1674. 8vo. 
D2 
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Halleluatic they sometimes mean the repetition of this single word, which 
signifies Praise the Lord! which they ded in imitation of the 
heavenly host, singing and saying, again and again, Hallelujah! 
(Rev. 19, 1, 4, 6.) Sometimes they mean one of those Psalms 
which were called Halleluatic Psalms?’7, because they had the 
word Hallelujah! prefixed before them in the title, such as the 
145th, and those that follow to the end. The singing of these 
was sometimes called ‘singing the Hallelujah!’ as has been ob- 
served out of Cassian3® more than once in the foregoing parts 
of this and the former Book. But the more common accepta- 
tion of Hallelujah! is for the singing of the word itself by a 
frequent solemn repetition of it upon certain days, and in spe- 
cial parts of divine service; it being a sort of invitatory, or 
mutual call to each other to praise the Lord. Therefore, as 
St. Austin39 observes, they always used it in the Hebrew lan- 
guage, because that was the known signification of it; and so 
it was in our first Liturgy, though now we say, ‘ Praise ye the 
Lord!’ with a response of the people, ‘ The Lord’s name be 
praised |’ 

Anciently there was no dispute about the lawfulness of the 
hymn itself, but some variation and some dispute there was 
about the times of using it. St. Austin says 4°, in some Churches 


87 Vid. August. in Ps. 10s. p. 508. vocabulo decantare.— Conf. Hom. 


(t. 4. p. 1191 b.) Et hoc asserunt, 
quod omnes Halleluiatici Psalmi ha- 
beant in fine Haileluia, non omnes 
in capite.—In Ps. 118. p. 543. (t. 4. 
p.1277¢.) Procmium in Pealmum 
Octonarium vel Alphabeticum, vel 
Halleluiaticum.—([I do not find this 
title in the Ed. Bened., which Gri- 
schovius has given as from the Ed. 
Basil. of 1569. p. 1323. Ep. |] 

38 LL. 2. c. §. (p. 16.)... Duodeci- 
mum [Psalmum] sub Alleluta re- 
sponsione consummans.— Ibid.c.11. 
(P. 24.)... Ut in responsione Alle- 

ia nullus dicatur Psalmus, nisi 
is, qui in titulo suo ANelusa in- 
scripuone preenotatur. 

Ep. 178. (al. Altercat. c. Pas- 
cent. 8. Ep. 20. 24 sa t. 2. p. 43 b.) 
reco ars Nam sciendum est Amen et 
Halleluia, quod nec Latino, nec 
Barbaro, licet in suam linguam 
transferre, Hebreeo cunctas gentes 


16. ex 50. t.10. p.16s. [Errone- 
ously cited for Augustin. in Ps. 148, 
ap. Pref. (t. 4. p. 1673 d.) Nune 
ergo, fratres carissimi, exhortamur 
vos, ut laudetis Deum: et hoc est, 
ques nos omnes dicimus, quando 
icimus Halleluia ! Laudate Domi- 
num! &c. Ep. 

4 Ep. 11g. {al. 5-J ad Januar. 
c.17.(t. 2. p. 141d.) Ut autem Hal- 
Lélusa per illos solos dies quinqua- 
ginta in ecclesia cantetur, non us- 
quequa ue observatur. Nam et in 
aliis diebus varie cantatur alibi at- 

ue alibii—Ep. 86. [al. 36. cap. 8.] 
t. 2. p. 78 d.) Alioquin quod nul- 
lus, non dico Christianus, sed nec 
insanus dicere auderet, dies ilk 
uinquaginta post Pascha usque ad 
entecosten, quibus non jejunatur, 
erunt secundum istum a sacrificio 
laudis alieni, quibus tantummodo 
diebus in multis ecclesiis, in omni- 
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it was never sung but upon Easter-day, and the fifty days of 
Pentecost: but in other Churches it was used at other times 
also. Vigilantius contended fiercely against St. Jerom“!, that 
it ought never to be sung but only upon Easter-day. And in 
this he seems to have followed the practice of the Church of 
Rome, where Sozomen** assures us ‘it was never sung but once 
a-year, and that was upon Easter-day : in so much that it was 
the common form of an oath among the Romans, as they hoped 
to live to sing Hallelujah! on that day.’ Cardinal Bona‘? and 
Baronius‘** are very angry at Sozomen for this: but Valesius+> 
honestly defends him, forasmuch as Cassiodore, who was a 
Roman, reports the same in his Historia Tripartita. 

But we must note, that anciently in those Churches, where it 
was most frequented, there were some exceptions in point of time 
and season. For in the time of Lent it was never used, as appears 


bus autem maxime cantatur Halle- 


cat Wada. 


luia ; quam vocem laudis esse, nul- 
lus Christianus, quamlibet imperi- 
tus, ignorat.—Enarrat. in Ps. 106. 
¢(t. 4. p. 1204 b.) Cujus [ Psalmi | 
titulus non nunc tractandus est. 
Est enim Halleksa et bis Hallelua. 
Quod nobis cantare certo tempore 
solemniter moris est, secundum ec- 
clesize antiquam traditionem. Ne- 
que enim et hoc sine sacramento 
certis diebus cantamus. Halleluia 
certis quidem diebus cantamus, sed 
omni die cogitamus.—Serm.1o1. de 
Temp. [al. Serm. 254.] (t. 5. p. 
1048 f.) Tempus autem letitiz et 
uletis et i, quod aon cant 
ies isti, a per Halleluia. 
Quid est Halleluia ? Laudate Deum. 
Sed nondum habemus laudes: in 
ecclesia frequentantur laudes Dei 
resurrectionem ; quia nobis erit 
perpetua laus post resurrectionem 
ment Cor Vigilan ( 
nt. Vigilant. c. 1. (t. 2. p. 
87 b.) Exortus est subito Vigilan- 
tius, qui dicat....nunquam nisi in 
Pascha Alleluta cantandum. 

42 L. 7. ¢. 19. (V. 2. p. 307. 14.) 
Tiddey ad éxdaorov ¢rove ev ‘Pd 
pp Td AdAnAovia WddAover, ike rip 
KpaTny huépay THe wacxaNiou éoprijs* 
os Tedd cis Papatery Spxov elvat, rov- 
roy roy Uuvoy dkiwbjvat dxovcat re 


43 De Psalmod. c. 16. 8. 7. n. 4. 
(p. 540.) Quidam sequuti Sozome- 
num existimarunt, ecclesiam Roma- 
nam in die duntaxat Dominice re- 
surrectionis cecinisse Alleluia: cu- 
jus erroris antesignanus fuisse vide- 
tur Vigilantius, quem idcirco D. Hi- 
ite oe reprehendit. 

n. 384. n. 29. (t. 4. p. c. 
Quod ...ad Romans abe le de 
suetudinem pertinet ; hallucinatur 
plane Sozomenus, dum ait, In ea 
non nisi semel in anno cani esolitum 
Allelusa: nam Vigilantium heeresi- 
archam ejus institutionis auctorem 
fuisse, conatumque eam Hierosoly- 
mis introducere, testatur Hierony- 
mus, in eo, quem adversus eundem 
Vigilantium scripsit, commentario. 
In Sozom. 1.7. ¢. 19. (p. 307. 
n. 1.) Reprehendit hoc Baronius ad 
annum isti 384. n. 28. Verum 
argumenta, quibus id probare niti- 
tur, parum firma mihi videntur. 
Proinde auctoritatem Sozomeni hic 
sequi malim, maxime cum Cassio- 
dorus ejus verba retulerit in Histo- 
ria Tripartita. Qui profecto nun- 
quam id fecieset, nisi hunc morem 
vetustum fuisse scisset ecclesize Ro- 
mane, ut in ea seme] tantum Alle- 
luta caneretur, die scilicet Pasche. 


38 


from St. Austin «5, who says ‘that was a time of sorrow, and 
therefore from the beginning of Lent till Easter-day they always 
omitted it: the ancient tradition of the Church being only to 
use it at certain seasons.’ The fourth Council of Toledo‘? for- 
bids the use of it not only in Lent, but upon other days of 
fasting, as particularly upon the first of January, which was 
then kept a fast in the Spanish Church, because the Heathen 
observed it with great superstition of many idolatrous rites and 
practices. In the same Council4® the Hallelujah! is mentioned 
under the name of laudes, and appointed to be sung after the 
reading of the Gospel; which, as Bona‘? and Mabillon>° 
observe, was according to the Mosarabic rite; for in other 
Churches it was sung between the Epistle and the Gospel. It 
was also sung at funerals, as St. Jerom acquaints us in his 
Epitaph of Fabiola5!, where he speaks of ‘the whole multitude 
singing psalms together, and making the golden roof of the 
church shake with echoing forth the Hallelujah!’ The author 
under the name of Dionysius5? speaks of it also as used in the 
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46 Enarrat. in Ps. r1o. (t. 4. p. 
1243 e.) Venerunt dies ut [jam] 
cantemus Halleluia, &c.—In Pas. 
106. (see note 40, preceding.)—In 
Ps. 148. (t. 4. p. 1672 f, g.) Propter 
haec duo tempora, unum quod nunc 
est in tentationibus hujus vite, al- 
terum quod tune erit in securitate 
et exsultatione perpetua, instituta 
est nobis etiam celebratio duorum 
temporum, ante Pascha et post 
Pascha. .. . Propterea (p. 1673 a.) il- 
lud tempus in jejuniis et orationibus 
exercemus ; hoc vero tempus, re- 
laxatis jejuniis, in laudibus agimus. 
Hoc est enim Halleluia, quod canta- 
mus: quod Latine interpretatur, ut 
rear ta Dominum. 

47 C. ro. [al. r1.] (t. 5. p.x a.) 
In omnibus Qua ae Sicbuc 
... quia tempus non est gaudii, sed 
meeroris, Allelusa non decantetur. .. 
Hoc enim ecclesie universalis con- 
sensio roboravit..... In temporibus 
vero reliquis, id est, Kalendis Janu- 
arii, quse propter errorem gentilitatis 
aguntur, omnino Alleluia non de- 
cantabitur [al. decantetur]. 

48 C. 11. fal. 12.] (ibid. d.) Lau- 
des ideo Evangelium sequuntur 


propter gloriam Christi, que per 
idem ee preedicatur. 

49 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. ¢. 6. n. 4, 
(p. 280.) Ad ritum, enim Mozara- 
bicum, quo tune Hispania utebatur, 
et longo post tempore ibidem viguit, 
pertinet citatus canon. 

50 De Liturg. Gallic. ]. 1. c. 4. 
n. 12. (p. 33.) Garsias Loiaisa lax- 
dum nomine [nempe in Conc. Tolet. ] 
intelligit Hymoum Trium Puerorum. 
At certum est, Alleluia significari 
hoc loco. Isidorus, de Divinis Off- 
ciis cap. 13., Laudes, inquit, hoc est 
sii canere, 

p. 30. [al. 77.] c. 4. (t. 1. p. 
462 c.) go en ai arate 
tecta templorum reboans in sublime 
quatiebat Alleluia. 

53 De Hierarch. Eccles. c. 4. part. 
3. n. 12. (t. 1. p. 222 b.) Td 82 lepdy 
Tis tay Geotnrray mpodntay emi- 
nvoias pedgdnua, haciy ol ra “ESpai- 
oy eiddres, rd wear Geov dndody, #} 
rd Alvetre ray Kupioy, x. r. A.—[Vid. 
Paraphrasim Pachymere, |. a. p. 454. 
fin. bid. p. 231 b.) Totro 8¢ Acyer, 
éri rd ’AAAnAovia éy rq row pupou le- 
poupyig. Grischov. | 
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confection of the chrism, or holy oil, to be used in the unction 
of confirmation. St. Austin53 says it was sung every Lord’s- 
day at the altar, for the same reason that they prayed stand- 
ing, as a memorial of Christ’s resurrection, and as a figure of 
our future rest and joyfulness, to signify that our business in 
the life to come will be nothing else but to praise God, accord- 
ing to that of the Psalmist, (84, 4.] “ Blessed are they that 
dwell in thy house, [O Lord,| they will be alway praising 
thee.” The meaning of Hallelujah! being nothing else but 
Praise the Lord! as both he and others*‘ represent it. In 
the second Council of Tours>> it is appointed to be sung imme- 
diately after the Psalms, both at the sixth hour, that is, noon- 
day ; and the twelfth hour, that is, evening prayer. But whe- 
ther they mean the shorter Hallelwaht! or one of those psalms 
called the Halleluatic Psalms, of which St. Austin and Cassian 
speak, is not very easy to determine. Isidore says*® it was 
sung every day in Spain, except upon fast-days; though it was 
otherwise in the African Churches. St. Jerom >’ says, it was 
used in private devotion; for even the ploughman at his work 
sung his Hallelujahs! and this was the signal>® or call among 
the monks to their ecclesiastical assemblies; for one went 
about and sung Hallelujah! and that was the notice to repair 
to their solemn meeting. Nay, Sidonius Apollinaris*9 seems to 
intimate, that the seamen used it as their signal or celeusma®, 





58 Ep. 119. (al. 55.] ad Januar. 
c. 1g. (t. 2. p. 139 e.).... Omnibus 
diebus Dominicis ad altare stantes 
oramus, quod signum est resurrec- 
tionis, et Halleluta canitur, quod 
significat actionem nostram futuram 
non esee nisi laudare Deum, sicut 
scriptum est, Beats, qui &c. 

5 Vid. Justin. Mart. Quest. ad 
Orthodox. q. 50. (p. 421 ¢.) ‘Epyne 
peia €or) rou pev ot ag 7d ‘Yprn- 
gare pera péAous Td Gy. 

55 C. Ig. (t. 5. p. 857 ¢.) Quia 
patrum statuta preceperunt, ut ad 
eextam, sex Psalmi dicantur cum 
Alleluia ; et ad duodecimam duode- 
cim, ity i - rarer ! b) 

e Offic. ]. 1. c. 13. (p. ; 
In Africanis autem oabos aon 
omni tempore, sed tantum Domini- 
cis diebus et quinquaginta post Do- 


_mmin) resurrectionem, Aleksa canta- 


% 


tur. Verum apud nos, secundum 
antiquam Hispaniarum traditionem, 
preter dies Jejuniorum et Quadra- 

omni tempore canitur Al- 


57 Ep. 18. [al. 467.] ad Marcel- 
lam. (t. 1. p. 206 d.) Quocungue te 
verteris, arator stivam retinens Al- 
ome aang al. 108.) E ‘ 

p. 27. [al. 108. itaph. 
Paul. c. 16. tha. p. 706 b} Post 
Allelusa cantatum, quo signo vo- 
cabantur ad collectam, nulli residere 
licitum erat. 

& L. a. Ep. ro. (p. 182.) 
Curvorum hinc chorus helciariorum, 
Responsantibus Allelusa ripis, 

Ad Christum levat amnicum ce- 
leusma. 
Sic sic psallite, nauta vel viator. 

0 [From the Greek xéAevopa or 

xéAevpa; generally a verbal exhorta: 
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at their common labour, making the banks echo, while they 
sung Hallelujah! to Christ. 

I only observe further, that in the church Hallelyah! was 
sung by all the people, as appears not only from what is said 
before by St. Jerom, ‘ that the church echoed with the sound of 
it,’ but also from that of Paulinus in his Epistle to Severus®, 
‘Alleluia novis balat ovile choris,—The whole sheepfold of 
Christ sings Hallelujah! in her new choirs.’ And St. Austin®, 
alluding to this, says, ‘it was the Christians’ sweet celeusma, 
or call, whereby they invited one another to sing praises unto 
Christ.’ 


Of the , §. Ido not here insist upon the Hosanna! or the evening 
Hosanna! hymn, because it does not appear that either of these were 
and the ; ; 

evening used in the service of the catechumens. The Hosanna! was 
ei a but a part of the great doxology, Glory be to God on high ! 
mittis,or and only used in the communion-service, where we shall speak 
Span: of it hereafter®, And the evening hymn has been mentioned 


before in the former Book ®, where we have given an account 
of the daily evening service, and showed it to be rather a pri- 
vate hymn than any part of the public worship of the Church. 
In it was contained the Nunc dimittis, or Song of Simeon, 
“ Lord, now lettest thou thy servant depart in peace according 
to thy word, &c.” But whether any of this was used in public, 
or only by Christians in their private devotions in their families 
at their setting up of lights, is what I ingenuously confess I 
am not yet able from any ancient records to determine. For 











tion ; frequently the word of com- 
mand in war; or more precisely a viva 
voce signal of friends to friends. See 
Herod. 4, 141, where we read how 
a certain Egyptian, a man of sten- 
torian voice, was employed by Da- 
rius, returning from his expedition 
into Scythia, to stand on the north 
bank of the Danube, and make 
known to Histizeus and the Ionians, 
who had charge of the rafts on the 
other side, the arrival of the king 
and his retreating forces .. .‘Ioriaios 


d3¢, eraxovoas rp spate Kedevopart, 
x.t.. More especially does it sig- 


nify the shout of the xekevorys giving 
time to the rowers that they might 
pull together. See the Perse of 
dEechylus, 403. 


Ev@us 8€ xomns pobiddos EvvenBorz 
“Emaccay GApny Bpvywy ex xedev- 


OPATOS. 
See also the Iphigenia in Tauris of 
Euripides, 1405., and Thucydides, 
7, 70. Hence, however, the pro- 
priety of terming the Hallelujah the 
Christians’ sweet celeusma, (see 
n. 61, following,) whereby they 
exhorted one another, as it were, 
to keep time and be in tune to- 
gether. Ep.] 

© Ep. 12. (p. 45.) 

61 De Cantico Novo, c. 2. t. 9. 
(t. 6. p. 591 f.)....- Celeusma [al. 
caleamat nostrum dulce cantemus 
Hallelusa, &c. 

62 B.15. ch. 3. 8.9. 

6 B. 13. ch. 11. 8 5. V. 4. p. §78- 
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though there is frequent mention of the Avxrayia among the 
Greeks, and of the lucernarium among the Latins, as of a 
public office, for vespers or evening-prayers ; yet I will not 
assert that this hymn was a part of that office, without clearer 
proof, but leave it to further disquisition and inquiry. The 
only thing we find more of the Nunc dimittis is in the Life 
of Maria Aigyptiaca®?, who died about the year 525, of whom 
it is said, ‘ that a little before her death she received the eu- 
charist, repeated the Creed and the Lord’s Prayer, and sung 
the Nune dimittis, ‘Lord, now lettest thou thy servant de- 
part in peace according to thy word!”’ But this was only an 
act of private devotion, and whether it was then received into 
the public offices of the Church remains uncertain. 

6. But we are more certain of the use of the hymn called Of the Be- 
Benedicite, or Song of the Three Children in the burning ieee 
fiery furnace. For. not only Athanasius © directs virgins to ee 
use it in their private devotions, but the fourth Council of To- 
ledo® says it was used in the Church over all the world, and 
therefore orders it to be sung by the clergy of Spain and Gal- 
licia every Lord’s-day, and on the festivals of the martyrs, 
under pain of excommunication. L’Estrange © thinks this is 
the first time there is any mention made of this hymn as of 
public use in the Church: but Chrysostom lived two hundred 
years before this Council, and he® makes the same observa- 
tion as the Council does, ‘ that it was sung in all places through- 


62 Ap, Durantum, De Ritibus, 1.1. dat, et quem ecclesia Catholica per 


totum orbem diffusa celebrat, qui- 


abou tt (p. 41.) In Mariz A:- 
gyptace Vita, quam Paulus, ec- 

esi Neapolitans diaconus, con- 
ecripsit, legitur, Mariam A‘gyptia- 
cam, sanctissimam foeminam, gravi- 
ter zgrotantem, Zosimum abbatem 
rogasse, eucharistiam sanctis vascu- 
lis inclusam sibi deferre, quam cum, 
Symbole et Dominica Oratione re- 
citatis, sumpsisset, dixit, Nunc ds- 
mittis, &c. 

63 De Virgin. p. 1087. (t. 2. p.93 
c. DB. 20.) Salas Atadavpa de Edho- 
yeire mwayta ra épya Kupiov rov Ku- 


PU C. 13. [al. 1£4.] (t.5. p.1710¢.) ° 
Hymnum quoque Tnum Puerorum, 
in quo universa cceli terreeque crea- 
tura Deum (al. Dominum} collau- 


dam sacerdotes i in missa Dominico- 

rum dierum et in solemnitatibus 
martyrum canere negligunt. Pro- 
inde [hoc] sanctum Concilium in- 
atituit, ut per omnes Hispanize ee 
clesias vel Gallicie [al. Galliz, 
omnium missarum 80 emnitate i a 
in publico [al. pulpito] decante- 
tur, &c. 

65 Alliance of Divine Offices, ch. 

Pp. 79. (rae p. 116.) I find 

Shite of it, 

66 Quod neaie ‘leditur nial a 8e- 
ipso. t. 4. 3- (t. 462 e.).. 

Q:dip, oe . pane ris olxou- 
pers ddonévny, rat goOnoopérny de 
kal eis ras peta Tavra yeveds. 


When first 
the Creed 
began to be 
sung as an 
hymn inthe 
Church. 


42 A particular account XIV. ii. 


out the world, and would continue to be sung in future genera- 
tions.’ The Lectionarium Gallicanum, published by Mabillon %, 
appoints this hymn to be sung after the reading of the Pro- 
phets, much after the same manner as it is now ordered to be 
sung between the first and second lesson in the Liturgy of our 
Church. 

' '%. The use of the Magnificat, or Song of the Holy Virgin, 
“My soul doth magnify the Lord, &c.!” is not quite so 
ancient: for the first time we meet with it as prescribed for 
public use is in the Rules of Cwsarius Arelatensis and Aure- 
lian 68, who order it to be sung in the French Churches at 
morning service. And that was about the year 506. 

8. Some learned persons reckon the singing of the Creed 
into the psalmody of the Church, and speak of it as an ancient 
custom: but herein they mistake by suffering themselves to 
be imposed upon by modern authors. Bishop Wettenhal © 
says, ‘It is no improbable conjecture, that the hymn, which 
the primitive Christians are said by Pliny to have sung to 
Christ as God, was their Creed; and that it is certain the 
Nicene Creed has been sung in the Church in a manner from 
the very compiling of it.’ For this he cites Platina in the Life 
of Pope Mark, who affirms?° that it was ordained by that 
Pope, ‘ that on all solemn days, immediately after the Gospel, 
the Creed should be sung with a loud voice by the clergy and 
people, in that form wherein it was explained by the Nicene 
Council.’ When yet if is certain, on the other hand, that the 
Creed was never so much as barely repeated in the Roman 
Church in time of divine service till the year 1014, when 


67 De Liturg. Gallican. 1. 2. (p. gulis Dominicis et majoribus feati- 
108, in not.) Hoc canticum in ali- vitatibus. 

uibus differt ab €0, uod Romanus 69 Gift of Singing, ch. 3. (PP. 3 a9» 

rdo preescribit in Sabbatis quatuor 330.) Some are of a mind 
temporum. liter in Lectionario carmen Christo tanquam Deo, that 
nostro habetur in Sabbato sancto. hymn, which &c. id. Phin. 1. ro. 
Ex hie intelligimus, lectionem ex Ep. 9. &. Sole ffirmabant au- 


Apostolo non continuo post Prophe- tem, & before, b. 13. ch. 2. 
tiam lectam fuisse in Ordine etre et Ep. ]} 
licano: &c. 70 [Vi Antiq. V ee 1504. 


68 Ap. Mabill. de Cursu Gallican. (fol. aA ) Voluit preeterea diebus so- 
8. 2. (p. 407.) Ad heec Cesarius et lemnibus, statim post Evangelium, 
Aurelianus in matutinis laudibus Symbolum a clero et populo magna 
canticum Magnificat, et hymnum voce decantari; et eo modo, quo 
Gloria in excelsis, pro diebus Pascha- fuerat in Niceno Concilio declara- 
libus precipiunt, itemque pro sin- tum. Ep. | 
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Benedict the Eighth brought it into use, to comply with the 
practice of the French and Spanish Churches, as has been 
shown at large in a former Book’; where we have noted that 
it was never read publicly in the Greek Church but once a 
year, till Peter Fullo, [or Gnapheus, his surname in Greek, as he 
is termed in the third section preceding,| brought it into the 
Church of Antioch, anno 471, and Timotheus into the Church of 
Constantinople, anno 511, from whose example it was taken by 
the third Council of Toledo, anno 589, and brought into custom 
in the Spanish Churches. After which, it was four whole cen- 
turies before it gained admittance in the Church of Rome. 

So little reason is there to depend upon the authority of 
modern authors, in cases where they plainly contradict the 
testimony of more ancient and credible writers. And this is a 
good argument, as Bishop Stillingfleet 7! well urges it, to show 
the differences betwixt the old Gallican and Roman offices, 
and that the Church of England did not follow precisely the 
model of the Roman offices, but those that were more an- 
ciently received in the general practice of the Gallican and 
British Churches. 

9. There remains one hymn more, the Ze Déum, which is Of the au- 
now in use among us, the author and original of which are pe 
variously disputed. The common opinion ascribes it to St. Am- the hymn, 
brose and St. Austin jointly ; others 72 to St. Ambrose singly, ae Rete 
because he is known to have composed hymns for the use of 
the Church. Two things are chiefly said in favour of these 
opinions, which have no real weight or force in them. First, that 
the Chronicle of Dacius, one of St. Ambrose’s successors, says 
he composed it. Secondly, that it is approved as his hymn in the 
fourth Council of Toledo, anno 633. But to the first it is re- 
plied by learned men, that the pretended Chronicle of Dacius 
is a mere counterfeit, and altogether spurious. Mabillon 73 
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70 B. 10. ch. 4. 8.17. V. 3. p. 545. made by St. Ambrose, &c. 
71 Origines Britannice, ch. 4. p. 78 Analecta Veterum, t. 1. p. 3. 


237. (v.3. p. 146.) From which dis- ee Ed. Vet. Paris. 1675. 4 volt 


course it will appear, that when the 
British, or Gallican, or Roman dif- 
fered, our Church had not followed 
the Roman, but the other. 

72 Comber of Liturgies, part. 1. 
ch. 2. (p. 180.) This I thought fit 
to say concerning this pious and 
excellent hymn, which probably was 


vo.— Vid. Ed. Nov. Paris. 1723. 
(t. x. p. 487.) Judicium de Chronico 
Datu, Archtepiscopi Medtolanensis. 
See also Dacherii Spicilegium, (t. 4. 
p. 96.) where the Te Deum is spoken 
of in the Supplementum ad Librum 
‘ ore de Officiis Divinis. 

D. ' 
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proves it to be at least five hundred years younger than its 
reputed author, [who died about the year 55573;] whence the 
story that is so formally told in it is concluded to be a mere 
fiction and invention of later ages. The story is this, as Spon- 
danus’‘, a favourer of it, reports it out of Dacius: ‘ That when 
St. Austin was baptized by St. Ambrose, whilst they were at 
the font, they sung this psalm by inspiration, as the Spirit 
gave them utterance, and so published it in the sight and audi- 
ence of all the people.’ But the authority of the story, resting 
merely upon the foundation of this fabulous writer, there is no 
credit to be given to it. Neither is there any greater weight 
to be laid upon what is alleged from the Council of Toledo: 
for the Council only says’5 ‘ that some hymns were composed for 
the use of the Church by St. Hilary and St. Ambrose,’ without 
any particular mention of this hymn; so that it might as well 
be ascribed to St. Hilary as St. Ambrose, for any thing that is 
said in that Council. The trutli of the matter is, that it was 
composed by a French writer about an hundred years after 
St. Ambrose’s death for the use of the Gallican Church. Pagi76 
says Gavantus found it in some MSS. ascribed to St. Abundius ; 
and others have the name of Sisebutus prefixed to it. Bishop 
Usher 77 found it in two MSS. ascribed to Nicetius, bishop of 
Triers, who lived about the year 535; and he is now by 
Aniciani de Urbe isti cantico pre- 


ferri hunc titulum, Hymnus S. Abun- 
dit. In antiquo Breviario Chori mo- 


78 (Vid. Cav. Hist. Liter. (Basil. 
1741. t. i Po) Obiit anno cir- 
citer 555. Tribuitur ei Rerum Me- 


diolanensium Chronicon hactenus in- 
editum, in Bibliotheca Mediolanensi 
servatum.—Vid. ibid. (n. d.) Sub 
Landulphi nomine e MSS. Codd. 
Eccles. Mediol. edidit Ludov. An- 
ton. Muratorus, t. 4. Scriptor. Re- 
rum Italic., Mediolan. 1724. 4to. 


Ep. 
74 An. 388. n. 9. (t. 1. p. 521. ad 
summ. col. dexts.). . In quibus fon- 
tibus prout Spiritus Sanctus dabat 
eloqui illie, Te Deum laudamus, 
cantantes, cunctis qui aderant audi- 
entibus et videntibus, ediderunt. Ex 
Chronico Dacii, 1. 1. c. 10. 

75 C. 12. [al. 13.) See before, 
ch. 1.8.17. p. 22. n. 85. 

76 Critic. in Baron. an. 388. n. 11. 
(t. r. p. 572.) Gavantus in Rubric. 
Breviarii, sect. 5. c. 19., asserit, in 
antiquissimo Breviario MS. Collegii 


nasterii Cassinensis, descripto paullo 
post annum 1086, hoc canticum in- 
girl Pda ee anaeceer 

e olis, p. 3. [Ep. pref. 
ad Voss. ] TWorke, a 7: P- 300.) 
In eadem hymnorum collectione, 
Nicetam [leg. Nicetium] Deum lau- 
davisse legimus, dicentem, Laudate, 
pueri, Dominum; laudate nomen Do- 
mint. Te Deum laudamus, te Domi- 
num confitemur, et quee sequuntur 
in hymno illo decantatissimo, qui 
B. Ambrosio vulgo tribuitur:.... 
In Latino-Gallico quogue Psalterio, 
circa tempora Henrici I. exarato, 
inscribitur iste Hymnus Sancti Ni- 
ceti [leg. Nicetii], (Hibernice nos- 
tree traditioni satis consentanee) sive 
Trevirensis hic intelligendus fuerit 
Nicetius, sive Lugdunensis, sive 
quis alius, &c. 
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learned men generally reputed the author of it. The learned 
Benedictins, who lately published St. Ambrose’s works’, judge 
St. Ambrose not to be the author of it: and Dr. Cave77, though 
he was once of a different judgment, yet upon maturer consi- 
deration subscribes 7® to their opinion. Wherefore the most 
rational conclusion is that of Bishop Stillingfleet 79, that it was 
composed by Nicetius, and that we must look on this hymn as 
owing its original to the Gallican Church ; since not long after 
the time of Nicetius it is mentioned in the rule of St. Benedict, 
(chap. 11.), and the rule of Csesarius Arelatensis, (chap. 21.), 
and the rule of Aurelian, where they prescribe the use of it: 
but Menardus ®° is confident there is no mention of this hymn 


of noted hymns. 


in any writers of credit before them. 


76 (Vid. In Hymn. S. Ambros. Ad- 
monit, (Ed. Paris. ag t.1.p. 1219, 
ad calc. Admonit.) De cantico eu- 
charistico, Te Deum laudamus, pi- 
geret hic anxie dicere : nemo quippe 
est hac nostra etate non plane ru- 
dia, qui fabulam esse inficiatur, quod 
eundem hymnum post baptizatum 
ab Ambrosio magnum Augustinum 
ab utroque alternis versibus decan- 
tatum olim jactabant. Ep. | 

77 Hist. Liter. (v. i. p. 215.) 
Hymnus, Te Deum, ccelitus, ut fer- 
tur, delapsus, et inter baptizandum 
Augustinum ab Ambrosio et Au- 

stino alternis versiculis recitatus. 

idetur vero ab Ambrosio eo tem- 
pore compositus, quo Ariani, omnia 
susque deque miscentes, ecclesiam 
militari manu obsederunt, ut fatis- 
centes Catholicorum animos refo- 
ore Ibid ( ) Hymni 
id. (v. 2. p. 79. ni 12, 
quos Ambrosio adjadieari sae cen- 
sent clarissimi editores [Benedic- 
tini}, veterum autoritati hac in parte 
nixi. Abhoc censu relegant hymnum 
Te Deum laudamus, qui Ambrosii 
esse nullo idoneo testimonio probari 
test, et fabulam pro origine ha- 
ere videtur. 

79 Origines Britannicse, ch. 4. p. 
222. (v. + p- 137.) In an old Collec- 
tion of Hymns, and an old Latin 
and Fretch Psalter, mentioned b 
Archbishop Usher, this hymn Te 
Deum) is attributed to St. Nicetius. 
And there were two of that name in 


the Gallican Church; the former of 
which might probably be the author 
of it. The one was bishop of Triers, 
....and the other of great fame too, 
and bishop of Lyons..... I see no 
reason against the former Nicetius, 
since Menardus confidently affirms, 
there is no mention of this hymn in 
any writers before; and therefore 
we may look on this hymn as owing 
its original to the Gallican Church. 
89 Not. in Gregor. Sacramentar. 
p- 351. (ap. Oper. Greg. M. t. 3. 
part. 1. p. 585 e.s.) Hoc institutum 
vulgo refertur ad SS. Ambrosium et 
Augustinum, qui in ejusdem S. Au- 
gustini baptismo hunc hymnum ex 
tempore ediderint et decantaverint : 
proferturque hujus opinionis auctor 
et assertor S. Dacius, episcopus Me- 
diolanensis, in Chronico, qui floruit 
tempore Justiniani imperatoris, cu- 
jusque meminit S. Gregorius, Lib. 
3- Dial. c. 4. Sed quidquid sit de 
veritate hujus histone, certum est, 
hoc Chronicon non esse hujus Da- 
cli, quia probari non potest, ullum 
Chronicon ab eo scriptum fuisse, 
nedum citatum: tum quia non re- 
dolet stylum temporum illordm ; 
tum quia falsum est, quod ibi con- 
tinetur, quod S. Augustinus, audi- 
ens Sanctum Ambrosium de incarna- 
ttone ad populum tractantem et pre- 
dicantem, tremens ac pallens, omnibus 
gut aderant videntibus, obriguertt : 
ac etiam finita monitione, quam ad 
populum B, Ambrosius ministrabat, 
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The hymns 10. But though St. Ambrose cannot be allowed to be the 
dirs author of this hymn, yet there is no doubt to be made but that 
he composed hymns for the use of the Church, some of which 
are yet exstant. For St. Austin®! mentions one of his evening 
hymns in several places, Deus Creator omnium, §c., which I 
forbear to relate here at length, because I have done it in the 
former Book §?. Again, St. Austin in his Retractations 
speaks of another hymn composed by St. Ambrose upon the 
repentance of Peter after the crowing of the cock, part of 
which he there relates, and says it was used to be sung by 
many in his time. Du Pin ®4 thinks most of those hymns, 
which are now the daily office of the Roman service, are taken 
from St. Ambrose, but that the rest are in a different style, 
and owing to other authors. Particularly that the hymn Vez- 
illa Regis prodeunt is none of his, which is now used in the 
Romish Church in the fourth week of Lent, so notorious for 
their kneeling down to the cross, and worshipping it in these 
words ®>,—* Hail, Cross, our only hope in this time of passion, 
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primus ad eum Augustinus pervene- 
rit, c. Adversatur enim S. Augus- 
tini et Possidii scriptis, nec potuit 
in mentem viri alicujus eruditi ac 
sapientis viri, quali fuit hic Dacius, 
venire. Quare ante S. Benedictum 
et Teridium, S. Ceesarii Arelatensis 
episcopi discipulum, qui de hoc 
hymno in suis Regulis locuti sunt, 
nullus Veterum illius mentionem 
fecit. 

81 Confess. 1.9. c. 12. (t. I. p. 
169 a.) Deinde dormivi et evigilavi, 
et non dle ex parte mitigatum in- 
veni dolorem meum: atque ut eram 
‘in lecto meo solus, recordatus sum 
veridicos versus Ambrosii tui. Tu 
es enim 

oe Creator omnium, 
olkque rector, &c. 
—De Maret 6. c. Rae I. p. 513 
d.) Quamobrem tu, cum quo mihi 
nunc ratio est, familiaris meus, ut a 
corporeis ad incorporea transeamus, 
responde, si videtur, cum istum ver- 
sum pronuntiamus, Deus, Creator 
omaium, &c.—Ibid. c. 17. (p. 638 a.) 
Quare ille versus, a nobis proposi- 
tus, Deus Creator omnium, non 80- 
lum auribus sono numeroso, sed 
multo magis est animz sententiz 


sanitate et veritate gratissimus. 

8&2 B. 13. ch. 5. 8.7. v. 4. p. 426. 
n. 24. 

63 L. 1. c. 21. (t. 1. p. 32 b.).... 
Cantatur ore multorum in versibus 
Beatissimi Ambrosii, ubi de gallo 
gallinaceo ait, 

Hoc, ipsa Petra ecclesise 
Canente, culpam diluit. 


& Du Pin. pray on bi Cent. 4. 
p- 231. (t. 2. p. 290.) Celles, qui sont 
pour l’office de tous les jours, me 
paroissent plus certaines que les au- 
tres. On peut y joindre les Hymnes 
sur leg six jours de la Creation. 
Pour les autres, elles me paroissent 
d’un autre stile et d’un autre au- 
teur. I] est certain que le Vezilla 
Regis n’est point de lui. 

8 Breviar. Rom. Hebdomad. 4. 
Quadragesimez, Die Sabbati. (p. 
295.) 

us O Crux, ave, spes unica, 
Hoc passionis tempore, 
Auge piis justitiam, 
Reisque dona veniam. 
The Edit. Colon. Agripp. 1664. 
rele the two last lines kee 
Piis adauge gratiam, 
Reisque dele crimina. Ep. ] 
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increase the righteousness of the pious, and grant pardon of 
sins to the guilty.’ We are sure this could not be the compo- 
sition of St. Ambrose, nor any writer of that age; being so 
much the reverse of the practice of the ancient Church, in 
whose hymns or other devotions there is not the least footstep 
of worshipping the cross, or any material image of God, as has 
been demonstrated in a former part of this Work ®, where the 
history of images has been handled ex professo, in considering 
the way of adorning the ancient churches. 

11. There were many other hymns, and some whole books of The hymns 
hymns composed by other writers of the Church, of which we ae 
have little remaining besides the bare names, and therefore it anus, Ma- 
will be sufficient just to mention them. St. Jerom®7 says, St. O04 others, 
Hilary, bishop of Poictiers, composed a book of hymns: and 
these, we are sure, were many years after his death of famous 
note and use in the Spanish Churches, being ratified and con- 
firmed in the fourth Council of Toledo®®. But none of these 
are come to our hands, except a morning hymn prefixed before 
his works 69, which he sent with an epistle to his daughter 
Abra. It is a prayer to Christ for preservation from the 
perils of day and night, savouring of ancient piety, and con- 
cluding with the common glorification of Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost. Sidonius Apollinaris % says also, that Claudianus 
Mamercus colleeted the psalms and hymns and lessons proper 
for the festivals in the Church of Vienna in France, and made 
some hymns of his own, one of which he highly commends 9! 
for its elegancy, loftiness, and sweetness, as exceeding any of 


Nunc et per omne seculum! 
© L. 4. Ep. 11. (p. 260.) 
Psalmorum hic modulator et pho- 

nascus, 
Ante altaria, fratre gratulante, 
Instructas docuit sonare classes. 
Hic solemnibus annuis paravit, 
Quz quo tempore lecta conveni- 
rent. 
91 I, 4. Ep. 3. (p. 236.) Jam 
vero de hymno tuo si percunctere 


86 B.8. ch.8. 8.6. v. 3. p. 155. 

87 De Scriptor. Eccles. c. 100. 
(t. 2. p. 919.) Est ejus ad Con- 
stantium libellus ...et liber hymno- 


rum. 

8 C.12. See before, ch. 1.8.17. 
p. 22. n. 85. 

8 Ep. ad Fil. Abram. (t. 2. p. 
528 d. n.7.) Interim ubi hymoum 
matutinum et serotinum misi, ut 
memor mei semper sis. 


The hymn begin thus: Lucis 


itor Optime, &c., and°ends in 
these words of the doxology : 
Gloria tibi Domine, 
Gloria Unigenito, 
Cum Spiritu Paraclito. 


quid sentiam, commaticus est, co- 

iosus, dulcis, elatus, et quoslibet 
yricos dithyrambos amcenitate po- 
etica et historica veritate superemi- 
net, 
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the ancient lyrics, in the greatness of its composure and his- 
torical truth. Savaro says in his Notes upon the place %, 
‘that it is the same which is now in the Roman Breviary,’ 
and because it answers the character which Sidonius gives it, 
and has none of the superstition of a modern composure in it, 
such as the Vexilla Regis, fathered upon St. Ambrose, I think 
it not improper to transcribe it in the margin here % for the use 
of the learned reader. And I say further, that if every thing 
in the Roman Breviary had been in this strain, it had much 
more resembled the piety and simplicity of the ancient hymns, 
and been free from those marks of superstition and idolatry, 
which now it labours under, by mixing the follies of the modern 
superstitious admirers of the worship of the Virgin Mary and 
the cross, which were so great a deviation from the ancient 
worship, and stood so much in need of reformation. 
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92 [Ad l. c. (p. 241.) Qui canitur 
in ecclesia, Dominica, in Passione 
Domini, ad Laudes, &c. Ep.] 

$3 Breviar. Rom. Dominica v. 
Quadragesimz, sive in Passione 
Domini ad Matutinum. (p. 295.) 


Pange lin loriosi 
Praliven erat 
Et super crucis tropheum 
Dic triumphum nobilem, 
Qualiter Redemptor orbis 
Immolatus vicerit. 


De parentis protoplasti 
Fraude factor condolens, 
Quando pomi noxialis 
Morsu in mortem corruit, 


Head lignum tunc notavit, 


amna ligni ut solveret. 


Hoc opus nostre salutis 
Ordo depoposcerat, 
Multiformis proditoris 


Ars ut artem falleret, 
Et medelam ferret inde, 
Hostis unde leeserat. 


Quando venit ergo sacri 
Plenitudo temporis, 
Missus est ab arce Patris 
Natus orbis Conditor : 

Ac de ventre Virginali 
Caro factus produit. 


Vagit infans inter arcta 
Conditus preesepia : 
Membra pannis involuta 
Virgo mater alligat ; 

Et manus pedesque et crura 
Stricta cingit fascia. 


sales et honor Deo 
squequaque altissimo, 

Una Patri, Filioque, 

Inclito Paraclito, 

Cui laus est et potestas 

Per eterna seecula. Amen!* 


* (The Edit. Colon. Agripp. 1664. read lauream for preliwn in the first stanza, 
and tropheo for trophaum: in the second in necem morse ruit for morsu in mortem 
corruit: in the fourth carne amictus for caro factus: in the fifth ef Dei manus 
podesque for et manus pedesque et crura: and alters the last thus,— 

Sempiterna sit Beate 


Trinitati gloria, 


Equa Patri, Filioque: 
Pars decus Paraclito : 
Unius Trinique nomen 
Laudet Universitas ! 


Ep.] 
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. There were many other hymns for the use of particular 
Churches, composed by learned men, as Nepos, and Atheno- 
genes, and Ephrem Syrus, not to mention those spoken of by 
Pliny and Tertullian, and frequently by Eusebius; nor those, 
which Paulus Samosatensis caused in his anger to be cast out 
of the Church of Antioch; nor those which, Sozomen % says, 
were made upon a special occasion, when the people of Antioch 
had incensed Theodosius, by throwing down his statues ; which 
were both sung in the church, and before Theodosius himself 
by the singing boys, as he sat at table. Of all which we have 
no further account but only the bare mention of them in their 
several authors. As for those composed by Gregory Nazianzen, 
Paulinus, Prudentius, and other Christian poets, they were not 
designed for public use in the church, but only to antidote 
men against the poison of heresies, or set forth the praises 
of the martyrs, or recommend the practice of virtue in a pri- 
vate way: for which reason I take no notice of them in this 
place, being only concerned to give an account of such hymns 
as related to the ancient psalmody, as a part of the public 
service of the Church. And so I have done with the first part 
of their worship in the missa catechumenorum, or service of the 
catechumens. 


CHAP. III. 


Of the manner of reading the Scriptures in the public service 
of the Church. 

1. Nexr to the psalmody and hymns, we are to take a view Lessons of 
of their way of reading the Scriptures, which was another part (20 5c7P- 
of the service of the catechumens, at which, as has been ob- times mix- 
served before, all sorts of persons were allowed to be present Salaa ail 


for instruction. Which is an argument of itself sufficient, if byains, and 
j metimes 


4 L. 7. ¢. 23. (v. 2. p. 313 23) 
Kai, mavodperot paiver Oat, perepe- 
Aovvro’ Kal os él Tapovact Tois ay- 

AAopévors xaxois eorevoy Te, ral 
éSaxpvov, cat roy Gedv ixérevoy spav- 
pat Tov Kparouvros Ty opyny, pere- 
dias rioly dhoduprixés pos ras 
Acras KEYpnyevot, “Hyixa 87 kai PAa- 
Bravos 6 Avrioxéor érigKoros, Tpeo- 
Bevdpevos txep tay woditaer, ért rov 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


Bacihéws xaderaivovros, mrémeixe ToUs 
mapa tiv Bacthexjy Tpare{ay dda 
elwOdras véous ras éy rais drais ray 
‘Aprioxéop Varpepdias cixeiy’ ef oS 
Aeyerar GiravOpwria diayvbévra Top 
Bacthéa KparnOnvat TP éreg, rai 
abrixa Thy o opyny éxBadeiv, xa ozet- 
cacbat mpos Thy modu, ddxpuos Bpe- 
Eavra riv didAny, hv fruxe xaréxov. 
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read after there were no other, to prove that they were always read in 

them. a known tongue: of which I need say no more here, because 
it has been so fully evinced by great variety of arguments in 
the (fourth chapter of the] last Book. What we are now to 
observe further relates to the manner and circumstances of this 
service. Where, first of all, it is proper to remark, that though 
many times the psalms and lessons and hymns were so inter- 
mixed, as now they are in our Liturgy, that it is hard to tell 
which came first in order, or with which the service began; 
yet in some places it was plainly otherwise: for the psalms 
were first sung all together, only with short prayers between 
them, and then the lessons were read by themselves, to such 
a number as the rules of every Church appointed. Of which 
I have given sufficient proof out of Cassian and St. Jerom in 
the beginning of the last chapter, which may supersede all 
further confirmation in this place. 

2. The next thing worthy of our observation is the number 
roth ear of the lessons, which were always two at least, and sometimes 
= ses ere three or four, and those partly out of the Old Testament, and 
ment, ex- partly out of the New. Only the Church of Rome seems to 
yo ara have been a little singular in this matter: for as Bishop Stil- 
Rome, _lingfleet! observes, out of Walafridus Strabo? and others of 
Fpinle oxa her old Ritualists, for four hundred years, till the time of Pope 
er ia Celestine, they had neither Psalms nor lessons out of the Old 

Testament read before the sacrifice, but only Epistle and 
Gospel. In other Churches they had lessons out of the Old 








‘ Paul and the 


Testament as well as the New. 


1 Origines ong eg ch. 4. p. 
215. (v. 3. p. 136.) How he [Baro- 
nius} can j the ancient use of 
the singing psalms at Rome, either 
before or after Damasus’s time, till 
Celestine was Pope, I cannot ima- 

ine, if the Pontifical Book say true; 

sadiegs expressly affirms, That Ce- 
lestine appointed David’s Psaims to 
be sung antipkonatim before the sa- 
crifice, and that t¢ was not done be- 
Sore, but only the Epistles of St. 
ly Gospel were read. 
Which words are ba = by Alcui- 
nus, Amalarius, Raban aurus, 
Walafridus Strabo, Berno o Augiensis, 
and several other ritualists and his- 
torians, 


-Cussian says, in Egypt, after 


2 De Reb. Eccles. c.22. (ap. Bibl. 
Max. t. 15. p. 191 e. 1.) Antiphonas 
ad introitum dicere Ceelestinue Papa 
45. instituit; sicut legitur in Gestis 
Pontificum Romanorum, cum, ad 
ejus usque tempora, ante sacrificia 
lectio una Apostoli tantum et Evan- 
gelii legeretur. 

8 Instit. 1.2. c. 6. (p.18.)... Qui- 
bus [psalmis duodecim] lectiones 
eo aarngentes id est, unam 

eteris et aliam Novi Testamenti, 
tanquam a se eas traditas et velut 
extraordinarias, volentibus tantum, 
ac Divinarum Scripturarum memo- 
riam possidere assidua meditations 
studentibus, addiderunt. In die vero 
Sabbati vel Dominico, utrasque de 
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the singing of the Psalms, they had two lessons read, one out 
of the Old Testament, and the other out of the New: only on 
Saturdays and Sundays and the fifty days of Pentecost they 
were both out of the New Testament, one out of the Acts of 
the Apostles, or the Epistles, and the other out of the Gospels. 
The Author of the Constitutions speaks® of ‘four lessons, two 
out of Moses and the Prophets besides the Psalms, and then 
two out of the Epistles or Acts of the Apostles, and the Gos- 
pels.’ Again‘, he mentions ‘the reading of the Prophets on 
Sundays.’ And in another place, ‘the Law and the Prophets, 
the Psalms and the Gospels.’ And again®, ‘the Law and the 
Prophets, and the Epistles, and the Acts, and the Gospels.’ 
So Justin Martyr’, describing the business of the Christian 
assemblies on the Lord’s-day, speaks of ‘the reading of the 
writings of the Prophets, as well as the Apostles.’ In lke 
manner Chrysostom ®, reproving some who were very negligent 
at church, says, ‘ Tell me what Prophet was read to-day, what 
Apostle?’—implying that the one was read as well as the other. 
Particularly he tells us, that the book of Genesis was always 
read in Lent, of which more by and by in the following obser- 
vations [in the next section.] St. Basil9, in one of his Homilies 
upon Baptism in Lent, takes notice of the several lessons that 
were read that day, besides the Psalms; whereof one was out 
of Isaiah 1, the second out of Acts 2, and the third out of 


Novo recitant Testamento, id est, 
unam de Apostolo vel Actibus Apo- 
stolorum, et aliam de Evangeliis. 
Quod etiam totis paingusgesins 
diebus faciunt hi, quibus lectio cure 
est seu memoria Scripturarum. 
$ L.2. ¢.57. See before, ch. 1. 
8.1. p. 2. n. 3. 
4 1.2. c.59. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 268.) 
‘Ey J Linéoe Kupiaxg | Lpopyréy 
ts, nat E € tov xnpuxia, 


_ oe dvadopa, xai rpodijs lepas 


“Fs c.g. See before, ch. 1. 

mi 2., the second part of n. 3. 
Tha, 8 c.§. (Cotel. v. 1. yee 
Tip dxtyvoow rou Népov xat 
rée rao Tipogri, Tay TE "Emorod Gy 
Hue, kal rev Tpdteor, xai rev Ei- 
Mav denacdabe 5 xetporovndeis 

ry éxedrnciay. 

7 Apol. 2. See before, b. 13. ch. 9. 


8.1. V.4. P. 524-5 uae oe 13. 

8 Hom. 24. in Ro oy ee (t. 9. 
p- 697 e. eee 0 parny y diva elaed- 
Oa ciné, ris  Hpopijrns, tis ‘Andoto~ 
dos onpepoy Sede On ipiv, xat rept 
Tivey ; 

9 Hom. 13. de Bapt. t.1. p. 409. 
(t.2. part. 1. p.159 b.) 2d de, dia 
Tpognréy ddacnduevos, Aovoare, 
abapol yiverOe: dia Vadpay vovbe~ 
roupevos, IIpooéA Gere mpos avrov, xal 
doricbnre’ oe ‘Arooréhoy evayyeAt- 
(Speves, Meravoncare kal i BarricOnre 
«xaoros _Upey emt r@ dvdpate ov 
Kupiov Ingot Xpeorov els epee 
apapriay, cat Anyeabe mp éra 
Alay rou ‘Ayiou Ilvevparos’ tr’ avrov 
TOU Kupiou mpochapBavdpevos, Aéyou- 
ros, Aevre mpds pe mavres ol Komay- 
TES, ral meopriapévot, Kayo dvarrav- 
oe vas. Taira yap mavra onpepov 
ouvéedpape mpos ryy avdyvacw, K.T.A. 
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Matthew 11. And in another Homily'® he speaks of the 
Psalms and Proverbs, and Epistles and Gospels, as read that 
day. Maximus Taurinensis in one of his Homilies upon the 
Epiphany'! says, the lessons were out of Isaiah 60, Matthew 2, 
and John 1, for that festival. St. Austin sometimes only men- 
tions Epistle and Gospel. But in other places}? he expressly 
mentions the reading of the Prophets, and particularly mentions 
the Prophet Micah, and those words of the sixth chapter, 
“What doth the Lord require of thee, but to do justly, to love 
mercy, and to walk humbly with thy God?” which were the 
theme for his discourse upon the lesson for the day. 

In the French Churches there is still more evidence for this 
practice: for Csesarius Arelatensis!3, in one of his Homilies 
cited by Mabillon, uses this argument to the people, why they 
should stay the whole time of divine service, ‘ because the 
lessons were not so properly called missa, or divine service, as 
was the oblation or consecration of the body and blood of 
Christ, for they might read at home, or might hear others 
read the lessons, whether out of the Prophets, or Apostles, or 
Evangelists ; but they could not hear or see the consecration 
any where else but only in the house of God.’ Where it is 





10 Hom. 21. in Lacizis, p. 460. 
see take 2. p.836 b. n. 1.) ’Ava- 
AefacGe por rds pynpas rev é£ éwbi- 
you © oGevrov tpiv doylor 
avevparixey, SiacKarias uyade- 
Neis, Geparelas Wuyay’ prnoOnre rev 
Yariuxcoy ddayparov’ cuvaydyere 
Hos Tas Trapoysemders trroOnKxas’ épev- 
snoare ray loropiay rd KdAdos" mpde- 

Tovrois Tas amoorokinds Trapat- 
veoes’ él maowv, olovel xopwvida, 
ewéOere tev evayyeNtxay pnudroy riv 

nny, K.T.X. 


' Hom. 4. (ap. Bibl. Max. t.6. 


pp. 10, 11.) Ait Prophetarum preci- 
puus Esaias, sicut Fudietia, pains 
earissimi, Illuméinare, tlluminare Hie- 
rusalem, &c.... Ait namque Beatis- 
simus Matthzeus evangelista, Ecce 
Magi ab oriente advenerunt, dicentes, 
&§&c.... Judsus Christum videt, in- 
videt, stcut lectum est, In sua venit, 
et 4-9 boss non Tec as : s 

; om. 237. de Temp. p. 384. 
[al. Serm. 49.] (t.5. p.a71 c.) tie. 


mini, superiore Dominico quod pro- 
miserim. Cum enim de sancto Pro- 
pheta quod lectum fuerat, aliquid 
exponere voluissem; lectum autem 
fuerat, queerenti homini quibus sa- 
crificiis placaret Deum? renuntiatum 
esse, Nihil ab illo Deum quéerere, 
nisi facere judicium et justitiam, et 
diligere misericordiam, paratumque 
esse ire cum Domino Deo suo; ke. 

18 De non recedendo ab ecclesia, 
&c., ap. Mabillon. de Liturg. Galli- 
can. 1.1. c. 4. n. 4. (p.28.) Non tune 
fiunt miss, quando divinz lectiones 
in ecclesia recitantur, sed quando 
munera offeruntur, et corpus vel 
sanguis Domini consecratur. Nam 
lectiones, sive propheticas, sive apo- 
stolicas, sive evangelicas, etiam in 
domibus vestris aut ipsi legere, aut 
alios legentes audire potestis; con- 
secrationem vero corporis et san- 
we Domini non alibi, nisi in domo 

ei audire vel videre poteritis. 
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plainly implied, that the lessons were then read in the church 
as well out of the Prophets as the Epistles and Gospels. And 
so in the relation of the Conference between the Catholics and 
Arians in the time of Gundobadus, king of Burgundy, which 
we have had occasion to mention before!* out of the same 
learned writer, it is said, ‘that in the vigil held the night be- 
fore the Conferenee four lessons were read, one out of Moses, 
another out of the Prophet Esaias, a third out of the Gospel, 
and the last out of the Epistles.’ And in the old Lectionarium 
Gallicanum, published by Mabillon!, (Paris, 1684, 4to.] there 
is always a lesson out of the Old Testament before the Epistle 
and Gospel: and on the Sabbatum Sanctum, or Saturday be- 
fore Easter, there are no less than twelve lessons appointed 
out of Genesis, Exodus, Joshua, Isaiah, Ezekiel, Daniel, and 
Jonah, beside the Epistle and Gospel, which follow after. 

It further appears from the canons of the Council of Lao- 
dicea'6, and the third Council of Carthage!’, and St. Cyril’s 
Catechetical Discourses !*, that all the Books of the Old Testa- 


_can. 1. 2. (pp. 137—140.) 


- pov 
{ot8. 


14 Ch. 1. 8. 2. of this Book, p. 4. 
n. 11. 
16 Ap. Mabillon. de Liturg. Galli- 
enda 
in Pag ae Sancto, &c. 
. 59. (t. 1. p. 1507 a.) “Ore 
.00 Bei luerexovds yoke Neo ba 


év tH éxxAngig, ovdé axavémora Pt- . 
. Bria, GAAG pdva td xavormna THs Kat- 


wns nat Tladaas AaOnens.—C. 6o. 


. (ibid. a.) "Oca 8ei AiBria avaywoo- 


xeoOas tys Tladaias Acabnens’ a’ Te- 


. wears kdopou. 8 "Efodos e£ Alyirrov. 
.y Aeverixdy. FApOpoil. & Aevrepovd- 


. © "Incots Navy. £ Kopirai. 
7 ’EcOnp. 8 Baciteay, a, §. 
s’ BaowAeray, y’, 5. ca’ Tapaderrdpeva, 
a, 8’. (8 "Eodpas a, ra ty’ BiBdos 
Wadpov pv. 08 Tapoipias Todopay- 
ros. te’ "ExxAnovaotns. is’ “Agpa go- 
parov. if "1d8. in’ Addexa TpodpiFras. 
‘8 "Hoaias. x’ "lepepias nai Bapody, 


-Opnvos xal "Emorodai. xa ‘leCexind. 
KB Aayind. Ta 8€ ris Kawys Acaby- 


kns, ravra’ EvayyéAia réccapa, xara 
. Mar@aioy, xara Mapxov, xara Aovxay, 
xara ‘ledyyny. Lpagers ’Aroord\wvr. 
’EmioroAat KxaboAskal énra, ovres’ 
"Iax@Bov pia, Herpov dvo, “leavvou 
rpeis, lovda pia, "Emiorodai TavAov 


Sexaréacapes’ mpds ‘Pwpaiovs pia, 
mpos Kopwlious 8t0, mpds Taddras 
pla, wpds ’Eqecious pia, mpds ScAcr- 
mmaious pia, mpos KoAdogoaeis pia, 
pds Gecaadonxeis dv0, pds ‘EBpai- 
ous pia, mpos TepdGeoy dv0, mpds Tiror 
pla, mpds SiAnwova pia. 

17 €. 47. (t. 2. p. 1177 a.) Item 
placuit, ut preeter Scripturas canoni- 
cas nihil in ecclesia legatur sub no- 
mine divinarum Scripturarum. Sunt 
autem canonicz Scripture, Genesis, 
Exodus, Leviticus, Numeri, Deute- 
ronomium, Jesus Nave, Judicum, 
Ruth, Regnorum libri quatuor, Pa- 
ralipomenon libri duo, Job, Psalte- 
rium Davidicum, Salomonis_ libri 
quinque, Libri duodecim Propheta- 
rum, Isaias, Jeremias, Ezechiel, 
Daniel, Tobias, Judith, Esther, Es- 
dre libri duo, Macchabeorum libn 
duo. Novi autem Testamenti, Evan- 
geliorum libri quatuor, Actuum Apo- 
stolorum liber unus, Pauli apostoli 
Epistole tredecim, ejusdem ad He- 
breeos una: Petri apostoli duz, Jo- 
hannis apostoli tres, Jude apostoli 
una, et Jacobi una, Apocalypsis Jo- 
hannis, liber unus. 

18 Catech. 4. n. 22. [al.36.] p.67. 
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ment were then read in the church, as well as the New. For 
they give us catalogues of what books might or might not be 
read in the church, among which all the books of the Old 
Testament are specified as such as were then actually read in 
the public service; and Cyril allows his catechumens to use no 
other books in private but the books of the Old and New Tes- 
tament, which he thought they might safely read, because they 
were both publicly read in the church. 
Proper les- 93, The next observation to be made is upon their method of 
na cali reading the Scriptures, which seems always to be done by 
ee some rule, though this might vary in different Churches. St. 
: Austin 9 tells us, there were some lessons so fixed and appro- 
priated to certain times and seasons, that no others might be 
read in their stead. And he particularly instances” in the 
festival of Easter, when for four days successively the history 
of Christ’s resurrection was read out of the four Gospels. On 
the day of his passion?! they read the history of his sufferings 
out of St. Matthew’s Gospel only. And all the time between 
Easter and Pentecost, he says2?, they read the Acts of the 


(p.69 d.) Ta 8€ Aowd wavra to 
xeisOm ev Sevrepp’ xal dca pev ev 
éxxAnoiats py avaywooKeTat, Tavra 
pnde kara cavroy avayivwoke, xabos 
yeoveas. 

19 Expos. in 1 Ioan. in Prolog. 
t.9. p. 235. (t. 3. part. 2. p. 825.)... 
Ixterposita est solemnuitas sanctorum 
dierum, quibus certas ex Evangelio 
lectiones oportet in ecclesize recitari, 
qu ita sunt annus, ut alice esse 
non possint. 

20 Serm. 139. de Temp. [al. Serm. 
240. | (t. sf p. 1001 a.) Per hos dies, 
sicut recolit caritas vestra, sollemni- 
ter leguntur evangelice lectiones, ad 
resurrectionem Domini pertinentes. 
Serm. 140. de Temp. [{al. Serm. 
235.] (ibid. 989 d.) Hesterno die, id 
est, nocte, lecta est ex Evangelio re- 
surrectio Salvatoris. . Lecta est au- 
tem ex Evangelio secundum Mat- 
theum. Hodie vero, sicut audistis 
pronuntiare lectorem, recitata est 
nobis Domini resurrectio, sicut Lu- 
cas evangelista conscribit.—Serm. 
14t. de Temp. [al. Serm. 231.] (ibid. 
p- 977.) Resurrectio Domini nostri 
Jesu Christi ex more legitur, his 


diebus, ex omnibus libris sancti 
Evangelii.—Serm. 144. de Temp. [al. 
Serm. 232.]} (ibid. p. 980 d.) Resur- 
rectio Domini nostri Jesu Christi et 
hodie recitata est: sed de altero 
libro Evangelii, qui est secundum 
Lucam. Primo enim lecta est se- 
cundum Matthseum; hesterna au- 
tem die secundum Marcum; hodie 
secundum Lucam.—Serm. 148. 
Temp. [al. Serm. 248.] (ibid p.1026 
c.) Et hodie lectio recitata est, de 
hia, quee facta sunt post resurrectio- 
nem Domini, secundum evangelis- 
tam Johannem. 

21 Serm.144. de Temp. (al. Serm. 
232.] (t.5. p.g80 e.) Passio autem 
quia uno die legitur, non solet legi, 
nisi secundum Matthzum. 

22 Tract. 6. in Ioan. t. 9. p. 24. 
(t. 3. part. 2. p. 337 g.) Actus Apo- 
stolorum testes sunt, ille liber ca- 
nonicus omni anno in ecclesia reci- 
tandus. Anniversaria solemnitate 

t passionem Domini noetis illum 
ibruam recitari; ubi ecriptum est, 
quomodo conversus sit Apostolus, et 
ex persecutore preedicator factus. 
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Apostles. This last particular is frequently mentioned by St. 
Chrysostom, who has a whole Sermon to give an account of 
the reasons of it. There he takes notice of many things to- 
gether relating to this matter of reading the lessons by rule » 
and order. First? he tells us, ‘how by the appointment of 
the Church, on the day of our Saviour’s passion, all such 
Scriptures were read as had any relation to the cross; then 
how on the Great Sabbath or Saturday before Easter, they 
read all such portions of Scripture as contained the history of 
his being betrayed, crucified, dead and buried.’ He adds also‘, 
‘that on Easter-day they read such passages as gave an ac- 
count of his resurrection; and on every festival, the things 
that related to that festival.’ But it seemed a difficulty, why 
then the Acts of the Apostles, which contain the history of 
their miracles done after Pentecost, should not rather be read 
after Pentecost than before it? To this he answers, ‘that the 
miracles of the Apostles contained in that Book were the 
great demonstration of our Saviour’s resurrection: and there- 
fore the Church appointed that Book to be read always be- 
tween Easter and Pentecost, immediately after our Saviour’s 
resurrection, to give men the evidences and proofs of that holy 
mystery, which was the completion of their redemption.’ So 
that though the lessons for other festivals related the things 
that were done at those festivals; yet for a particular reason, 
the Acts of the Apostles, which contained the history of things 
done after Pentecost, were read before Pentecost, because they 

2% Hom. Sa in re pa roy oraupoy cat ny dvdoracw, axov- 
Gere pera dxpiBeias y alriay dra- 


cay. Mera roy oravpoy cleus dvd 
oracw AX opev Tow 


rh ey TP Meydry ed 
eget Sy =. ee Sn: éovav- 


pid Gre are Ta odpxa, ore 


‘Toid. P- 951. (p. 89 d. ) “Qonep 

Ta repli rov cravpou éy Ti Hype 
br] oravpov avaywooKopey, kal a 
1] dvacrdce dyolos, ral Ta 
éxdory éopry yeyovdra Ti aury mad 
dyaywecxoper, ovras eee kal ra Oav- 
para Ta drogrokkad éy vrais Tépass 
Téy Grocrohikéy onpelov dyayivd- 
aoxesOat, Tivos oy évexey od rére 
avra dvaywweaKopey, GAN’ ebbéws pera 


rns 8¢ dvacracews anddefis ¢ éors Ta 
onpeia ra drocro\ca, Tey de onpeley 
Groorohinéy BiBarxahsidy é dott rovro 
7d BiBXrloy. *O roivuy pddiora wurrou= 
rat rv avdoracw thy Aeorroriuhy, 
Touro perd roy ae kal viv Con~ 

poy axioraotw eviews ol marépes 


évopoberncay pw atehgee Ata 
Touro roivur, Toy 
araupéy xal Thy a dvdoracw ebbéws 


whoKopey Ta onpela TOY "Asro~ 
a a tna Excopev cad) kal dvap- 
a ad ris dvacrdcens TY and~ 
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were more proper for the time immediately following our 
Saviour’s resurrection. And upon this account it became a 
general rule over the whole Church to read the Acts at this 
time, as not only Chrysostom testifies here, but in many other 
places of his writings. In his Homily upon those words, “ Saul 
yet breathing out threatenings and slaughter against the dis- 
ciples,” (Acts 9,) he gives®> this reason, why he could not 
preach in order upon every part of that book, ‘ because the law 
of the Church commanded it to be laid aside after Pentecost, 
and the reading of it to conclude with the end of the present 
festival.’ In another place?® he says, ‘it was appointed by law 
to be read on that festival, and not usually read in any other 
part of the year.’ And in another place?” he gives this rea- 
son why he broke off his sermons upon Genesis in the Passion- 
week, ‘ because the intervention of other solemnities obliged 
him to preach then upon other subjects, agreeable to what was 
read in the church,’ as against the traitor Judas, and upon the 
passion, and our Saviour’s resurrection, at which time he took 
in hand the Acts of the Apostles, and preached upon them from 
Easter to Pentecost. Cassian?* says, the same order was ob- 
served among the Egyptians: and it appears from the ancient 
Lectionarium Gallicanum, that it was so in the French 
Churches: for there almost on every day between Easter and 
Pentecost, except the Rogation-days, and some few others, two 
lessons are ordered to be read out of the Apocalypse and the 
Acts of the Apostles. Whence it may be concluded further, 
that the reading of the Apocalypse was also in a great measure 
appropriated to this season in the Gallican Church. And so it 
was in the Spanish Churches by an order of the fourth Council 
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25 Hom. 47. +, 5. p. 637. (t. 3. 
p. 102 b.) Ta» marépov 6 vdpos xe- 
Aceves pera Thy levrnxoorpy arorider- 
Oat rd BiBrjiov, al r@ rédee rns €op- 
Ths TavtTns ovyxaraAvera: Kal 7 TOU 
BiBriov avayvwors. 

_ 26 Hom. 48. in Inscript. Altar. 
Act. 17. t.5. p. 650. (ibid. p. 54 b.) 
Lnpepov Bovrdpeba awd ray Tpafewy 
rev ArroordAwy elrety.... Aei roivuy 
éferdoa, ris & ypawas, xal mére 
Fypawe, xai wept rivwy, xai rivos 


é&vexev ty €opry travry vevopobernrat 
abrd avaywooxerOas’ rdxa yap ovK 
dxovere Sta ravris rou érous avayive- 
oxopevov Tov BiSdiov. 

27 Hom. 33. in Gen. p. 478. See 
before, b. 13. ch. 6. 8. 2. v. 4. Pp. 449. 


n. gi. 

Instit. 1.2. c.6. See before, 
b. 13. ch. 10. 8.14. V. 4. p.571., the 
latter part of n.6 In die vero 
Sabbati, vel Dominico, &c. 
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of Toledo®®, which enjoins the reading of it in this interval, 
under pain of excommunication. 

In Lent they usually read the Book of Genesis, as is plain 
from Chrysostom, whose famous Homilies, called ’Avdpiavres, 
because they are about the statues of the Emperor, which the 
people of Antioch had seditiously thrown down, were preached 
in Lent: and in one®° of these he says, he would preach upon 
the book that had been read that day, which was the Book of 
Genesis, and the first words, “In the beginning God created 
heaven and earth,” were the subject of his discourse. In 
another Sermon ®!, preached upon the same text in the begin- 
ning of Lent, he says, the words had been read in the lesson 
that day. And for this very reason he preached two whole 
Lents upon the Book of Genesis, because it was then read of 
course in the Church. For the thirty-two first of those Homilies 
were preached at Constantinople in Lent, in the third year 
after he was made bishop, anno 400 or 401; but the festivals 
of the Passion, and Easter, and Pentecost coming on, this sub- 
ject was interrupted, and he preached upon other subjects, as 
he himself? tells us, suitable to those occasions. Afterward 
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29 C. 16. (al. 17.] (t.5. p. 1711 b.) 
Si quis Apcoaty take a Basch us- 
gue ad Pentecosten missarum tem- 
pore in ecclesia non predicaverit, 
excommunicationis sententiam ha- 
bebit. 

30 Hom. 7. ad Pop. Antioch. t. 1. 
p. 107. (t. 2. p. 85 e.)....Td onpe- 
pov nuw avayvocbey perayetproupat 
BiBXiov’ nai, ef 80xei, ray» apyny av- 
Tov, xai Td mpooiusoy, oKet pd- 
Aucra, pndée Tyvos éuhaivery rrapapv- 
Gias, dAXa nat xafddov rrapaxAntiKay 
aAdorpiotcba Adyov, eis péooy mpo- 
Beis, & Aéyo, rornow havepov. Ti 
sor’ ob €att TO Mpoointoy; ‘Ev apyy 
énoingey 6 Geds rdv ovpavdy Kal ry 
yn, kX. 

31 Serm. 1. in Gen. 1. t. 2. p. 880. 
(t. 4. p. 645 d.) Sépe, Aerrorépwy 
KataToApnoaper vonpdrey, wep) ov- 
pavov, kai yys, xat Badarrns, xai Tov 
Aowrot rH kricews idovodourres 
geparos’ ravra yap naw aveyvocbn 
ctuepos Cont Hom: 6. de Poeni- 
tent. ap. Edit. Latin. See before, 


b. 13. ch. 6. 8. 10. v. 4. p. 479. nD. 


739 Hom. 33. in Gen. p. 480. See 
before, b. 13. ch. 6. 8. 2. Vv. 4. p. 
449. n. 37.—Conf. ibid. (t. 4. p. 
332 b.) “Iore nal péuynobe ore ra 
Kara Toy TaTpiapyny eis péooy aya- 
yévres,....(AvéBn 8€ "ABpday €& Al- 
yerrov, avrds cai 7 yun) avrov, xai 
wayta Ta aurou, cai A@r per abroi, 
els rnv Epnuov’) évravéa tov Adyow 
xarahugaytes, Tas peerage mdcas Hpe- 
ns els ryv wept réy KaTereyéytoy 

sOarKaXiay aurdy pernydyouey. — 
Severian. Gabalens. Hom. 1. in Gen. 
(ap. Combefis. Auctar. Noviss. p. 
214.) Ev apyy éroincey 6 Gads roy ov- 
paydy xai thy yny. Oida pevory, aded- 

1, Gre rd Aewra ravta (yrnpara 
voxepy paiveras tais tay wohkAGy 
diavoiais’ GANG Sei ev nuépg ynoteias 
mopovaas paddoy rais Yuxais epi 
ray Babvrépww vonpdray duadéyerOas. 
—Augustin: Serme 71. de Temp. 

(al. Serm. 6. srpend| (t. 5. append. 
p. 13 ¢, d.) Lectio illa, fratres caris- 
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he resumed his former work, and finished his comment upon 
Genesis in thirty-two sermons more in the year ensuing. Which 
makes it plain that Genesis was then read in Lent, as the Acts 
were in Pentecost, and that Chrysostom conformed his dis- 
courses according to the order of reading then established in 
the Church. 

It appears further from St. Ambrose, that the Book of Job 
and Jonah were both read in the Passion-week. For, speaking 
of a sermon which he made to the people at this time, he 
says 33, ‘ Ye have heard, children, the Book of Job read, which 
is in course appointed to be read at this time.’ And again*, 
says he, ‘the Book of Jonah was read;’ that is, as Pagis 
critically remarks, on the third day of the Passion-week. And 
that this was an ancient rule of the Church, appears from 


Origen’s Comment upon Job, 
Hilary translated into Latin. 


simi, in qua beatus Abraham Isaac 
filium suum in holocaustum legitur 
obtulisse, ideo in ordine suo, diebus 
Quadragesimz, non recitatur ; quia, 
sicut ipsi nostis, in vigiliis Pasche 
propter sacramentum Dominic pas- 
sionis reservatur. Et quia tunc non 
est in spatio, ut de ista possit aliquid 
dici, nunc, si videtur, expositionem 
ejus, secundum quod eam patres 
nostri, inspirante Domino, tractave- 
runt, caritatis vestree auribus, quan- 
tum possumus, breviter intimemus. 
88 Ep. 33. (al. 20.] ad Marcellin. 

. 160. (t. 2. p. 855 e. n.14.) Aue 
istis, filii, librum legi Job, qui so- 
lemni et munere est decursus et 


tempore. 

+ Ibid. p. 162. (p. 858 f. n. 25.) 
Sequenti die lectus est de more liber 
Jone. 

35 Critic. in Baron. an. pel: Nn. 4. 
al. 5.] (t. 1. p. 568.) Postea ait, 
equents die (nempe feria tertia, die 

31 Martii, non autem feria secunda, 
ut putavit Baronius) lectus est de 
more liber Jone, Sc. 

% Cont. Vigilant. [corrige, Cont. 
Ruffin. 1. 1. c. 2. (t. 2. p. 459 ¢.)..- 
Habuit in promptu Hilarium con- 
fessorem, qui “qu inta ferme 
millia versuum Origenis in Job et 
Psalmos transtulit. Ep. | 


which, St. Jerom%® says, St. 
For there he%7 not only tells 


87 Origen. in Job. 1. 1. p. 366. (t. 
2. p. 851 c.) In conventu ecclesizx, 
in diebus sanctis legitur Passio Job, 
in diebus jejunii, in diebus absti- 
nentiz, in diebus, in quibus tam- 
quam compatiuntur ii, qui jejunant 
et abstinent, admirabili illo Job, in 
diebus, in quibus in jejunio et absti- 
nentia sanctam Domini nostri Jesu 
Christi passionem sectamur : ut ter- 
ribilem ejus passionem transeuntes 
ad beatam ejus resurrectionem ve- 
nire mereamur, compassi nunc, ut 
et conregnemus, condolentes modo 
in tempore passionis, ut et congau- 
deamus post hoc in tempore resur- 
rectionis. Quam passionem Dominus 
noster Jesus Christus ad terras ve- 
niens in humano corpore sustinuit 
pro omnium hominum salute, ut per 
passionem sane mortem interficeret, 

r resurrectionem vero suam reci- 

ivam vitam cunctis ostenderet. 
Cujus passionis atque resurrectionis 
Domini formam atque exemplum 

uia Job sio in multis gerebat, 
sicut ii, qui diligentius requisierunt, 
repererunt ; merito etiam nunc in 
diebus passionis, in diebus sanctifi- 
cationis, in diebus jejunii, beati Job 
passio legitur, meditatur, atque scru- 
tatur. 
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us, that the Book of Job was read in the church in Passion- 
week, but also gives us the reason of it, ‘ because it was a time 
of fasting and abstinence, a time in which they that fasted and 
abstained, had, as it were, a sort of fellow-suffering with 
admirable Job, a time in which men by fasting and abstinence 
followed after the passion of Christ Jesus our Lord: and 
because the passion of Job was in a great measure a type and 
example of the passion and resurrection of Christ, therefore 
the history of Job’s passion was with good reason read and 
meditated upon in these days of passion, these days of sanctifi- 
cation, these days of fasting.’ Thus far Origen: but in the 
Lectionarium Gallicanum?®® there is no mention of the Book 
of Job, but only of Jonah, on the Sabbatum Magnum, or 
Saturday before Easter-day. St. Jerom®9 seems to say that 
the Prophet Hosea was also read on the vigil of our Saviour’s 
passion. For he mentions a long discourse of Pierius, which 
he had read, made by that martyr on the beginning of that 
book, in an elegant but extemporary style, on the vigil before 
the passion. 

St. Chrysostom ‘°, in one of his Homilies upon the Gospel of 
St. John, which he was then expounding, advises his auditors 
‘to read at home, in the week-days before, such portions of the 
Gospel as they knew were to be read and expounded on the 
Lord’s-day following in the church.’ Which implies some 
certain rule and order. So that though we have not any com- 
plete Lectionarium or Calendar of lessons now remaining, 
yet we are sure their reading of Scripture was some way 
methodized and brought under rule, especially for the greater 
solemnities and festivals of the Church. The first Calendar of 
this kind is thought by some to be Hippolytus’s Canon Pas- 


_ 8 Ap. Mabillon. de Liturg. Gal- 
lican. (p. 139.) 


piay caBBdroy, f} cai xara caBBaror, 
Ty péAdovcay ey tp a i 


89 Procem. in Hosea, ad Pammach. 
(t. 6. Preef. p. 23.) Pierli quoque 
legi tractatum longissimum, quem 
in exordio hujus Prophete die vi- 
gili Dominice passionis ex- 
temporali et diserto sermone pro- 
fudit. 

4 Hom. ro. (Ed. Bened. 9. al. 10. 
in Joan., al. 11. juxt. Ed. Savil. t. 2. 
P. 597: 12.) (t. 8. p. 62 b.) Ti wor 


ouy eoTiv, Orep airovpat bpas; Kara 


geobar rav Evayyediov mepixorny, 
TauTny wpd TrovTaY Tay Huepay pera 
xeipas AapBdvev Exacros olkos KaOy- 
pevos dvayiwwrKeTa TUVEXaS, Kal sroh- 
Adais weptoxormeirw peta axpiBeias Ta 
éyxeipeva, kai Bacav(érw ravra Ka- 
Aas" xai ri pey cadés, ri 8é ddnrov 
onpeovcbw® ri 8¢ alray évavriov 
elvas Soxovy, ovx by 8e° Kai wdyra 
anras Siaxwdsevicayres, ovTws amay~ 
Tare Mpos ry axpdacv. 
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chalis, which, as I have shown before‘°, no less men than 
Scaliger and Gothofred take to be a rule appointing lessons 
proper for the festivals. But Bucherius and others‘! give 
another account of it, which leaves the matter uncertain. 
There goes also under the name of St. Jerom a book called his 
Comes or Lectionarium ; but critics of the best rank 4? reckon 
this a counterfeit, and the work of a much later writer, 
because it mentions lessons out of the Prophets and Old Testa- 
ment, whereas in St. Jerom’s time, as we have noted before 4%, 
there were no lessons read besides Epistles and Gospels in the 
Church of Rome. However, some time after, there were 
several books of this kind composed for the use of the French 
Churches. Sidonius Apollinaris‘* says, Claudianus Mamercus 
made one for the Church of Vienne, anno 450. And Genna- 
dius‘> say, Musseus made another for the Church of Marseilles 
about the year 458. But both these are now lost, and the 
oldest of this kind is the Lectionarium Gallicanum, which 
Mabillon lately published from a manuscript, which he judges 
by the hand to be above a thousand years old, but wrote after 
the time of Gregory the Great, because it mentions the festival 
of Genouefa‘®, [or Genoveva,] who is supposed to have lived 
after his time. But though we have no more ancient Calendar 
now remaining, yet the authorities alleged before do indis- 
putably evince the thing itself, that the lessons of Scripture 


40 B. 13. ch. 5. 8. 6. v. 4. p. 393. Yronymi nomine, tituloque Comitss et 


nN. g, 10. Lectionarts a Micrologo c. 25, &c. 
4! (See Bucher. de Doctrina Tem- Plura de hoc libro babet Cardinalie 
Bona, Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 6. 8. 2., 
ui illum Hieronymo, sed levi qui- 
em argumento nixus, asserere co- 
natur. 

43 See s. 2. p. 50. 

44 L. 4. Ep. 11. (p. 260.) 

Hic solemnibus annuis paravit, 
Quz quo tempore lecta convenirent. 

45 Be Scriptor. c. 79. (int. Oper. 
Hieron. t. 2. p. 981.) Excerpsit de 
sanctis Scripturis lectiones totius 
anni festivis diebus aptas; respon- 
soria Psalmorum capitula tempori- 
bus et lectionibus congruentia. 

46 Lection. Gallic. ap. Mabillon. 
de Liturg. Gallican. ad calc. 1. 2. n. 
16. (p. 114.) Legenda in festo S. 
Genovevz virginis, &c. 


porum, &c., Antwerp. 1633. fol., and 
Cave’s Hist. Liter., (v. 2. p. 46.) 
where he describes this work of 
Hippolytus. Ep.] 

2 Stillingfleet, Origines Britan- 
nice, ch. 4. p. 229. (Vv. 3. p. 142.) 
.... Which manifests that the book 
under St. Jerome’s name called the 
Lectionarius or Comes must be a 
counterfeit, &c.—Cave, Hist. Liter. 
(v. I. p. 22£.) Comes, sive Lectio- 
nartus exstat apud Pamelium Litur- 
gicorum tomo 32. Prefationem hu- 
jusce libri extulit Dacherius Spici- 
leg. tom. 13. Hunc Comitem multo, 
quam editus sit a Pamelio, amplio- 
rem se habuisse testatus est Corne- 
lius Scultingius. Citatur sub Hie- 
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were generally appropriated to times and seasons, according as 
the festivals required: and for the rest they were either read 
in order as they lie in the Bible, as Mabillon‘® shows from the 
Rules of Cssarius and Aurelian; or else were arbitrarily 
appointed by the bishops at discretion, as sometimes particular 
Psalms were upon emergent occasions, according to the ob- 
servation that has been made‘? in speaking of that subject. 
St. Austin‘ says expressly, he sometimes ordered a lesson to 
be read agreeable to the subject of the Psalm upon which he 
was preaching. And Ferrarius ‘9 gives several other instances, 


46 De Curs. Gallican. 8. 2. n. 34. 
(p. 406.) Qua ratione ordinata i 
erint Massiliz divina officia, non 
liquet: at de Arelatensi ritu conjec- 
tare possumus ex Regulis Ceesarii et 
Aureliani, qui longe diversum a 
Lugdunensi modum _ prescribunt. 
Ambo vero duos tantum nocturnos 
passim in vigillis nocturnis assig- 
nant, et lectiones uterque missas 
appellant. Et ¢ria quidem folia ad 
unamquamque exigit Ceesarius ; fres 
aui guatuor paginas, pro mensura 
libri, Aurelianus. 

47 See before, ch. 1. 8. 6. of this 


Book, p. 8. 
43 In Ps. ay Serm. 2. p- 412. 
(t. 4. p.970 d.) Propterea tecimus 
ipsam lectionem Evangelii recitari, 
ubi Dominus tentatus est, per ea 
verba Psalmi, qu hic audistis. 

49 De Rit. Concion. 1. 1. c. 17. 
(p. 68.) The inscription: Pro com- 
muni ac determinata alicujus diei 
lectione, sive apostolica, sive evan- 
aay seligebatur aliquando pecu- 

is aliqua et tempori maxime con- 
gruens particula, quam tractandam 
susciperent concionatores. — The 
chapter itself: Vere nos hec quidem 
hactenus. Verum tamen si quis diz- 
erit, pro communt ac determinata alt- 
cujus diei, sive ex Evangelio, swe ex 
Apostolo, lectione, fecisse aliquando 
concionatores, ut pecultaris aliqua 
lectio fuerit, que esset congruens et 

ta et argumento, quod ipsi 
tractandum suscepissent ; non is, mea 
dat sententia, a vero longe abibit. 
étenim apud Augustinum in Serm. 


12t. de Diversis [{al. Serm. 362. ] 


(t. 5. p. 1417 d.) ita scriptum inve- 
nias: In memoria retinentes pollici- 
tationem nostram, congruas etiam ex 
Evangelio et Apostolo fecimus reci- 
tars lectiones. Et in Sermone 23. de 
Verbis Domini secundum Mat- 
threum ait: [al. Serm. 93.] (ibid. 
p. 501 b.) Hesterno die, qui affu- 


1stts, 7 nostram tenetis : 

hodie non solis vobis, sed pluri- 

etiam, qui convenerunt, ino 
adjuvante, reddenda est. Que sint 
decem virgines, quarum sint quinque 
prudentes, et quinque stulte, non 
facile indagart potest. Veruntamen 
secundum ea, que continet tpsa 
lectio, quam caritati vestre etsam 
hodie volus recitart, &c. Et in Trac- 
tatu 12. in Johannis Evangelium: 
(t. 3. part. 2. p. 383 g.) Memsnsz 
autem carttas vestra, Domsntco pre- 
terito, quantum Dominus adjuvare 
dignatus est, disseruisse nos de spi- 
ritualt regenerattone ; quam lectio- 
nem volts tterum legit fecimus, ut 
que tunc non dicta sunt, in Christi 
nomine adjuvantibus orationtbus ves- 
tris impleamus. Chrysologus etiam 
hoc eleganter expreseit in Serm. 66. 
(p. 103.) Duas hodie a duobus evan- 
gelistis edttas ita recitare fecimus 
lectiones, ut sermoni nostro vester 
intellectus occurreret, paterent ab- 
dita, §c. Et in Sermone 118. (p. 
173.) Quoniam tota spes fidei Chris- 
tiane in resurrectione constituta est 
mortuorum, ne quisquam de ea ausus 
sit dubitare, beati Pauli, asserentts 
eam auctoritate, rebus, exemplis, la- 
tissimam recitari vobis fecimus lec- 
tionem, &c. 
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both out of St. Austin and Chrysologus, to the same purpose, 
which need not here be repeated. 

4. The next question may be concerning the persons by whom 
the Scriptures were publicly read in the church. Which is a 
question that has been in some measure answered before™, in 
speaking of the order of readers. Where I showed, that for 
the two first centuries, before the order of readers was insti- 
tuted, it is probable the Scriptures were read by the deacons, 
or else, in imitation of the Jewish Church, by such as the 
bishop or president for that time appointed. But in the time 
of St. Cyprian it was the peculiar office of the readers, which 
were become an inferior order of the clergy, to read all the 
lessons of Scripture, and even the Gospel, as well as other 
parts; as appears from several of Cyprian’s Epistles>!. Here 
I must add, that in after-ages the reading of the Gospel was 
in some Churches confined to the office of the deacons and 
presbyters. For so the Author of the Constitutions >? words it : 
‘After the other lessons are read by the readers, let a deacon 
or a presbyter read the Gospels.’ And so St. Jerom>? reminds 
Sabinianus the deacon, ‘how he had read the Gospels in the 
church.’ And Socrates* notes the same of Sabbatius, a pres- 
byter in the Novatian Church. Sozomen®> says, ‘at Alexan- 
dria the Gospel was read only by the archdeacon; in other 


By whom 
the Scrip- 
tures were 
anciently 
read in the 
church. 


50 B. 3. ch.5. v. 1. p. 324. sublimia, que Christi martyrium 

5! Ep. 34. [al. 39.] ia 224.) Hunc prolocuta sunt, evangelium isti 
ad nos, fratres dilectissimi, cum fe ere, unde spr bie fiunt. 
tanta Domini dignatione venientem, 2L. 2. c.57. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 261.) 
testimonio et miraculo ejus ipsius, "Avda dvo d€ yevopevar dvayyacpudrer, 
qui se persecutus fuerat, illustrem, ¢érepds ris Tous Tov ‘apis wWadXére 
quid aliud quam supef pulpitum, id “Ypyous, ....xai perd ravra Scaxovos 
est, super tribunal ecclesize oporte- # mpecBvurepos dvaywackéro ra Ev- 
bat imponi, ut, loci altioris celsitate éhea. 
subnixus, et plebi universe pro ho- Ep. 48. i 


.147-] ad Sabinian. 
noris sui claritate conspicuus, legat (t.1. p. 1084 d.) Evangelium Christi 








Pee et evangelium Domini, saa 
ortiter ac fideliter sequitur?—It. Ep. 
33. (al. 38.| p.,65. (p. 222.) Mereba~- 
tur talis cleric ordinationis ulte- 
riores gradus et incrementa majora, 
non de annis suis, sed de meritis 
eestimandus; sed interim placuit, ut 
ab officio lectionis incipiat: quia et 
nihil magis congruit voci, que Do- 
minum gloriosa predicatione con- 
fesea est, quam celebrandis divinis 
lectionibus personare: post verba 


quasi diaconus lectitabas. 

54 1..7. 0.5. (Vv. 2. p. 350. 42.) "Ep 
neEpG yap ouvafews, rou EvayyeXiouv 
MEploxXHy avaylwooKov, kK.T. A. 

55 1. 7.c. 19. (ibid. p. 308.1.) Tav- 
my 8 ri lepav BiBdov dvaywoorec 
évOd8e pdvos 6 apxiOtdxovos’ mapa 8é 
rors, Suixovor’ éy moddais be éx- 
KAnoias of iepets pdvor* €v 8é em- 
onpots Huépats, ericxorro, os év Keov- 
oravrivourréXe, KaTa THY TPOTHY Nye- 
pay ris avyacracipou dopris. 
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places by the deacons; in others only by the presbyters, and 
on the greater festivals by the bishop, as at Constantinople on 
Easter-day.’ In the French Churches it was the ordinary office 
of deacons, as appears from that canon of the Council of 
Vaison*6, which says, ‘that if the presbyter was sick, the dea- 
con might read an homily,’ giving this reason for it, ‘ that they, 
who were thought worthy to read the Gospels of Christ, were 
not unworthy to read the expositions of the holy fathers.’ Yet 
in the Spanish Churches the ancient custom continued, that 
the readers read the Gospel as well as other lessons. Which 
may be collected from that canon of the first Council of To- 
ledo57, which allows no one that had done public penance ever 
to be ordained, unless it were to the office of a reader, in case 
of great necessity, and then he should read neither the Epistle 
nor the Gospel. Which implies, that other readers, who were 
never under penance, read both the Gospel and all other les- 
sons, as Albaspingus in his Notes*® rightly observes upon it. 

5. But in one thing that learned person seems to be mis- Whether 
taken, when he supposes*? that reading of the Gospel to have ‘"® Gamal 
been in the communion-service. For anciently the Scriptures, were read 
and even the Gospel itself, were only read in the service of raf vohed 
the catechumens. Cardinal Bona®™ indeed says, ‘the ancient patra - 
custom was to read the Gospel only to the faithful, and that the faithfal 
the Council of Orange® in France, and the Council of Va- *tthe alter. 


66 Vasens. 2. [al. 3.] c. 2. (t. 4. 
p. 1680 b.) Si enim digni sunt dia- 
coni, qu (al. diacones, quod} Chri- 


stolam, in the margin. Ep.] 

53 In C. Tolet. 1. c. 2. (ibid. p. 
1241 b.) Liquido ex his constat lec- 
tores non 


stus in Evangelio locutus eat, legere, 
quare indigni judicenter sanctorum 
patrum expositiones publice reci- 
tare? 

67 C. 2. (t. 2. p. 1223 e.) Peeni- 
tentes non admittantur [al. De pe- 
pitente, non admittatur] ad clerum, 
nisi tantum si necessitas, aut usus 
exegerit, et tunc inter lectores depu- 
tentur (al. inter ostiarios deputetur 
vel inter lectores] ita ut Evangelia 
et Apostolum non legant.—Conf. c. 4. 
(p. 1224 a.) Subdiaconus autem, de- 
functa uxore, si aliam duxerit, ab 
officio, in quo ordinatus fuerat, re- 
moveatur, et habeatur inter ostiarios, 
vel inter lectores ; ita ut Evangelium 
et Apostolum non legat. (The Ed. 
Bened. expounds Apostolum by Epi- 


vangelium tantum, sed 
et lectiones pronuntiasse. 

59 In C. Carth. 3. c. 4. (ibid. p. 
1185 c.) Vetus ille mos invaluerat, 
ut non diaconi, sed lectores Epistolas 
et Evangelia in solemni misse sacri- 
ficio pronuntiarent. 

60 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 7. n. 1. (p. 
2g0.)....In Concilio Arausicano r. 
tempore Leonis I. c. 18. statutum 
est, ut Evangelia, que solis fidelibus 
antea legebantur, deinceps etiam ca- 
techumenis legerentur. Idem de- 
crevit Concilium Valentinum in His- 
pania. 

6l Arausic. 1. c. 18. (t.3. p.1450¢.) 
Evangelia deinceps placuit catechu- 
menis legi apud omnes provinciarum 
nostrarum ecclesias. 
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lentia® in Spain, were the first that ordered it otherwise.’ 
But nothing is plainer than that the reading of the Gospel was 
always before the sermon, and the sermon was always before 
the communion-service began, in the presence of the catechu- 
mens, and before their dismission ordinarily, being designed 
chiefly for their instruction. Therefore, though some ill custom 
might have crept into the Churches of France and Spain, ex- 
cluding the catechumens from hearing the Gospel and the 
sermon, which those Councils endeavoured to correct; yet that 
is far from proving it to be the ancient custom to confine the 
hearing of the Gospel to the faithful only: and a man cannot 
look into the homilies of St. Austin or St. Chrysostom but he 
will find this mistake every where confuted. For they always 
speak of reading the Gospel before the homily, and the homily 
made in the presence of the catechumens: and the contrary 
supposition is merely owing to a common prejudice and con- 
ceit, that the ancient service was in all things like the modern, 
where the Gospel is twice read, first among the lessons, and 
then with the Epistle by itself in the communion-service ; 
whereas, anciently, they were both read in the ordinary course 
of the lessons, in that part of the service only which was pro- 
perly called the service of the catechumens. 

6. The next thing worthy our observation is the solemnity 
and ceremony with which the Ancients appointed the Scrip- 
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The solem- 
nity and 


of reatiia: tures to be read. The reader, before he began to read, was 
i eleare commonly used to say, Pax vobis! Peace be with you! which 


= we was the usual form of salutation at the entrance of all offices 
vobiz! be- in the Church. St. Cyprian plainly alludes to this when, 


fore read- 


ing. speaking of a new reader, whom he had ordained to the office 


the Lord’s-day before, he says®, ‘ He began to use the saluta- 
tion, Peace be with you ! when he first began to read.’ I know 
none of the Commentators that take notice of this custom in 
Cyprian, or make any remark upon the phrase: but this is 





62 C. 1. (t. 4. p. 1617 d.) Ut sa- 
crosancta Evangelia ante munerum 
illationem in missa (al. vel missam ] 
catechumenorum, in ordine lectio- 
num, post Apostolum legantur : 
quatenus salutaria preecepta Domini 
nostri Jesu Christi, vel sermonem 
sacerdotis, non solum fideles, sed 


etiam catechumeni, ac pcenitentes, 
et omnes, qui ex diverso sunt, audire 
licitum habeant. 

63 Ep. 33. [al. 38.] ad Cler. Carth. 
Pp: 75- (p- 223) ominico legit inte- 
rim nohis, id est, auspicatus est pa- 
cem dum dedicat lectionem. 
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evidently the sense of it, and so the learned Albaspineus™ un- 
derstands it. This custom seems to have continued in Afric 
till the third Council of Carthage made an order® to the con- 
trary, that the readers should no longer salute the people. 
This form of salutation, Peace be with you! to which the 
people usually answered, And with thy spirit! was commonly 
the office of a bishop, or presbyter, or deacon, in the perform- 
ance of their several functions in the Church, as is noted by 
Chrysostom in many places: and therefore this Council took 
away this power from the readers, and put it into the hands 
of the deacons, or the other superior ministers of the Church. 
So that as the reader had used to say before reading, Peace 
be with you! this canon only ordered that it should be said 
by some other minister. For that it was used either by the 
reader, or some other minister, before he began to read, ap- 
pears from St. Austin, who, writing against the Donatists®, 
says, ‘nothing could be more perverse than their own practice, 
who, before the reader began to read the Epistle, said to him, 

. Peace be with thee! and yet separated from the peace of those 
Churches to which the Epistles were written.’ 

7. St. Austin in another place ®® mentions the bishop’s using Thissaluta- 

this form of salutation as soon as he came into the church, ee 
immediately before the reader began to read the lessons, by the 


which in Afric, in those days, was the first part of the service, marta 


6 In c. 4. C. Carth. 3. (t. 2. p. «.r.A.—Hom. 3. in Col. p. 1338. 


1185 c.).... Antequam autem Evan- 
gelii aa 1 initium faceret 
olim lector, elata voce proferebat, 
Paz vobis! perinde atque hodierno 
die diaconus dicit, Dominus vobis- 
cum! Hoc idem epistola D. Cy- 
priani lisdem verbis probatur: Inte- 
rim vobis hoc die auspicatus est pa- 
cem, dum dedicat lectionem : quibus 
D. Cyprianus verbis alloquutum et 
ealutatum populum ait ab Aurelio, 
cum primo ei Evangelii recitandi po- 
testas esset facta, et pacem et bene- 
dictionem Christi Domini fidelibus 
condonasee. 

5 C. 4. Bhai Crabb., c.2. ap. 


Labb.] (ibid. p. 1180 b.) Ut lectores 
populum non salutent. 
Hom. 18. in 2 Cor. p. 873. (t. 


10. p. 568 c.) “Oray elpnyns mwddw 
peerahauBdvey cai peradiddvar ben, 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


(t. 11. p. 347 d.) "Ey rais éxxAncias 
elpnyny, év rais evxais, év rais Atrais, 
éy rais mpogpnoect, xal arag, nat 8)s, 
cai rpis, kal modAdnis avrny dideaw 
6 ris éxxAnoias mpoeotas, elpnyny 
tpiy émtAéyov. 

67 Ep. 165. [al. 59-1 ad Generos. 
(t. 2. p. 121 c.) Quid autem perver- 
sius et insanius, quam lectoribus 
easdem epistolas legentibus dicere, 
Paz tecum/ et ab earum ecclesia- 
rum pace separare, quibus ips epi- 
stole scripte sunt? 

68 De Civitat. Dei, 1. 22. c. 8. p. 
1489. (t. 7. p. 672 b.) Procedimus 
ad populum, plena erat ecclesia, 
personabat qocibus gaudiorum, Deo 
gratias! Deo laudes!.... Salutavi 
Lore ... Facto tandem silentio, 

ripturarum divinarum sunt lecta 
solemnia. 


F 
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beforethe with a responsory psalm between every lesson. ‘I went to 
soap Lae church,’ says he, ‘I saluted the people, that is, said, Peace be 
unto you! And then silence being made, the solemn lessons 
of the holy Scriptures were read in order.’ This custom of 
saluting the people in this form is also mentioned by Chry- 
sostom © in several places. ‘When we are come into the 
church,’ says he, ‘we say immediately, Peace be unto you! 
according to this law, and ye answer, And with thy spirit I’ 
Again 7°, ‘The bishop at his entrance into the church says 
always, Peace be unto you! as a proper salutation when he 
comes into his Father’s house.’ And in another place 7!, ‘When 
the bishop enters the church, he immediately says, Peace be 
with you all! when he begins his sermon, he says again, 
Peace be with you all!’ Now, considering that this was the 
common salutation at the beginning of all offices, and that the 
Scriptures began to be read as soon as the bishop came into 
the church, it is plain that such a form of salutation was always 
used by one or other before the reading of the Scriptures. 
The deacon 8. St. Chrysostom takes, notice of two other customs relating 
to this matter, as introductory to the reading and hearing the 
before the Scriptures with greater advantage: that is, the deacons enjoin- 
ing silence and requiring attention, and the reader himself, 
after the naming any lesson, saying, Thus saith the Lord. 
as the ‘The deacon,’ says he 72, ‘who is the common minister of the 
Phare at Church, first stands up and cries with a loud voice, [Ipéoxapen, 
every les. Let us give attention: this he repeats several times, and after 
son, 8yiN& that the reader names the prophet, Isaiah, suppose, or any 
the Lord. other; and before he begins to read, he also cries aloud, Tdde 
Adyes Kuptos, Thus saith the Lord.’ So again in another 
place 73, ‘ When the reader rises up and says, Thus satth the 


69 Hom. 33. [Bened. 32. al. 33.] maow Sray dusty, Eipnyy rac’ 
in Matth. p. 218. (t. 7. p. 373 D.).. «7. A. 
Kowy mace ry elpnynv éridéyopey 742 Hom. 19. in Act. Apost. p. 
eloidvres e0Odws xara Tov vydpov éxei- 638. See before, b. 13. ch. 6. 8. 8. 
yoy. Vv. 4. Paes n. 8. 

70 Hom. 36. in 1 Cor. p. 653. (t. 73 Hom. 3. in 2 Thess. p. 1502. 
TO. p. 340 b.).. Elpnuny dé viv rdow (t. 11. p.527 d.) “Oray avaoras 
é rns exxAnolas mpoeoras emevyxeras, 46 avaywwhonav Néyy, Tae Adyer Kv~ 


és eis sarpgay olxlay elouby. ptos* xal 6 Sidxovos doras érurropi{y 
71 Hom. 3. in Col. p. 1338. ft II. sdyras, ob ro nal epee TopTy 
p. 348 c.) “Oray eloédAOy 6 rijs éxxArAyn- rote rodrdé now, ddAd re Be éxei- 


cias mpoeotas, evéws Aeyes, Elonvn vou mace divadeyouevy. 
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Lord, and the deacon stands up and commands all men to 
keep silence, he does not say this to honour the reader, but 
God, who speaks to all by him.’ This enjoining of silence is 
spoken of by St. Ambrose 74 and others7>: but it differed from 
another act of the deacon’s under the same name, silentium in- 
dicere, which was calling upon the people to fall to their 
private prayers, of which we shall have occasion to say more in 
the first chapter of the next Book. 

9. Mabillon7® observes, that at the naming of the lessons At the 
out of the Prophets or Epistles the people sometimes said, ray ee 
Deo Gratias! Thanks be to God! as it is in the Mosarabic igisciad 
Liturgy. But we have little notice of this elsewhere. Only in sce! 
St. Austin 77 says, it was a very common phrase among the et 
monks, when they met a brother Christian, to say, Deo Gra- tias! and 
tias! Thanks be to God! for which the Circumecellions, or 47”) *t 
Agonistici, as they called themselves, among the Donatists, it. 
were wont to insult them, though they themselves often used 
to say, Deo laudes! which in their mouth was more to be 
dreaded than the roaring of a lion. It appears also from the 
Acts of Eradius’s7® election to be his successor, that it was an 
usual acclamation upon many other occasions: for as soon as 
he had nominated Eradius to be his successor, the people cried 
out for a long time together 79, Deo gratias! Christo laudes ! 

Thanks be to God! Praise be to Christ ! What therefore was 
so common upon other occasions, might very probably be said 
by way of acclamation at the naming of the lessons of the 
holy Scriptures. Grotius ® says, it was also customary at the 


74 Pref. in Ps: 1. n. g. (t. 1. p. audent, quia fratres, cum vident 


741 b.) Quantum laboratur in ec- 
clesia ut fiat silentium, cum lectiones 
leguntur, &c. 

76 August. de Civitat. Dei, 1. 22. 
c. 8. See n. 68, preceding. 

76 De Liturg. Gallican. 1.1. ¢.2. n. 
10. (p. rr.) Audito populi responso, 
legit prophetiam, ad cujus titulum 
populus respondet, Deo gratias ! et 
in fine, Amen ! 

77 In Ps. 132. p. 630. (t. 4. p. 
1487 b.) Agonistici appellantur. U: 
timam ergo milites Christi essent, et 
non rnilites Diaboli. A quibus plus 
timetur Deo laudes ! quam fremitus 
leonis. Hi etiam insultare nobis 


homines, Deo gratias! dicunt. 

78 [Always termed Eraclius in 
the Benedictine Edition. Vid. Not. 
ad tit. Epist. citat. (t. 2. ad calc. p. 
788.) Editi Eradto. At in MSS. con- 
stanter Eraclio aut Heracko. Ep. | 

79 August. Ep. 11o. [al. 213.] [al. 
Ecclesiast. Gest. a B. August. con- 
fect. in designando Eraclio, &c.] A 
populo acclamatum est trigesies 
sexies, Deo gratias! Christo laudes ! 

§ Annot. in Philem. v. 35. (t. 2. 
V. 2. p. 1009. 16.) "Api, Amen. Est 
vox, quam ecclesia respondebat lec- 
tis Epistolis. Ideo omnibus Pauli 
Epistolis cospit ascribi. 

Fz 
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end of the Epistle for the people to answer Amen! and that 
hence it was, that at the end of all St. Paul’s Epistles the word 
Amen was added by the Church. I know not upon what 
grounds he asserts this, and therefore I shall let it rest upon 
the authority of that learned man, without affirming or deny- 
ing his assertion. . 

10. At the reading of the Gospel it was a general custom 
for all the people to stand up: and some of the middle-age 
ritualists take notice of their saying, Glory be to thee, O Lord! 
at the naming of it. The author of the Homily*'!, De Circo vel 
Hippodromo, under the name of St. Chrysostom, says, ‘ When 
the deacon goes about to read the Gospel, we all presently rise 
up, and say, Glory be to thee, O Lord!’ But as that Homily 
is known to be none of Chrysostom’s, we cannot certainly say 
it was the custom in his days. But the custom of rising up at 
the reading of the Gospel is certainly as old as Chrysostom, 
for he speaks of it in one of his Homilies on St. Matthew ®: < If 
the letters of a king are read in the theatre with great silence: 
much more ought we to compose ourselves, and stand up with 
attentive ears, when the letters not of an earthly king but of 
the Lord of Angels are read to us.’ The author of the Con- 
stitutions °3 mentions the same: ‘When the Gospel is read, 
let the presbyters and deacons and all the people stand with 
profound silence.’ And so Isidore of Pelusium **: ‘ When the 
true Shepherd appears at the opening of the holy Gospels, 
then the bishop himself rises up, and lays aside his pastoral 
habit or authority, signifying thereby, that then the Lord 
himself, the Author of the pastoral function, his God and his 
Master is present.’ This was every where observed, except at 


XIV. in. 


81 Hom. 52. t. 6. p. 491. See 
ee 13. ch. 6. . 6. Vv. 4. Pp. 
463., the latter of n. 95. 

& Hom. 1. i Mattth, p. 11. (t. 7. 
p. 18 a.).. El yap emi Gedrpou modAns 
otyns yevouerns, rére ra rou Baciéws 
dyaywooxeras ypdupara’ woAA@ par- 
Lov émi ris wéAews ravrns drayras 
Sci xareordAGa, xal dpais [rats 
Wuyxais cal] rais dxoais éordvat; ov 
yap émcyciou rivds, GdAAa Tov ray 
dyyédev Acomdérov ra ypdppata ava- 
ywboxerOa éAAe. 

8 T,, 2. c. 57. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 


263.).. Kai Sray dvaywwokdpevoy F 
7d EvayyéAtov, navres ol mpecBurepos 
nai ol Oidxovos xai was 6 Aads orn- 
xérwoay pera moAAns Hovxias. 

& L. 1. Ep. 136. (p. 41 €.) ‘Hyi- 
xa yap avrds 6 GAnOiwos Torpny a= 
paylynrat, dia rhs Tay EvayyeAlov 
ray mpooxuvyray avarrugews, «at 
braviorara kal asoridera rd cyjpa 
rs papnoens 6 emioxoros, avrév 
8nAGy sapeivac Tov Kupioy, rév Tis 
rowarrins “Hyeudva, kai Gedy xai 
Acorrémy, 
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Alexandria, where it is noted by Sozomen ®, as a singular 
thing in that Church, ‘that the bishop did not use to rise up, 
when the Gospel was read.’ And Cassian ® observes it, as no 
less singular in the monks of Egypt, ‘ that excepting the reader, 
who always stood up, the rest sat upon low seats both when 
the Psalms and the lessons out of the Old or New Testament 
were reading. Which was only indulged them because of their 
excessive watchings and fastings and labours.’ In other places 
sitting at the Gospel was reckoned a corruption and abuse: 
insomuch that Philostorgius 8” tells us, that Theophilus, the 
Arian bishop, who went to the Indies, corrected it as an 
indecency that had crept in there against the rules of the 
Church. And Anastasius did the same at Rome, as is said in 
his Life by the Author of the Pontifical ®* ; for he made a decree, 
‘that as often as the holy Gospels were read, the priests should 
not sit, but stand in a bowing posture.’ 

In Afric the general custom was, not only to stand at the 
Gospel, but at all the other lessons out of Scripture: for they 
gave equal honour to every part of the Word of God, inso- 
much as that their sermons and homilies and whatever was 
rehearsed in the church, was heard standing, as we shall see 
more in the next chapter. Here it will be sufficient to observe, 
that Cyprian’s readers °° not only stood up to read, but that all 
the people stood about them when they read the Scriptures. 


reading the Scriptures. 


8 L. 3. ¢. 6 (Vv. 3. p- 488. 17.) 


& L. 7. c. 19. (v. 2. p. 307. 23.) 
i *akedudpes KdxeiOev els rnv GdAny adixero ‘Iy- 


Mévov 8é xaxeivo rapa *Adefavdpevor 


rovros’ dyayweckopivey yap Toy 
EvayyeXiov, obx éravioraras 6 eni- 
aroos’ & wap’ dddois obr’ éyver ofr’ 


Koa. 

"bs Instit. 1. 2. c. 12. (p. 24.) 
Hunc sane canonicum, quem pre- 
diximus, duodenarium pealmorum 
numerum tali corporis quiete rele- 
vant, ut has easdem congregationum 
solemnitates ex more celebrantes, 
abeque eo, qui dicturus in medium 
eam surrexerit, cuncti sedilibus 

umillimis insidentes ad vocem 
peallentis omni cordis intentione de- 
pendeant. Itaque namque jejuniis 
et operatione totius diei noctisque 
lassescunt, ut nisi hujuecemodi re- 
fectione adjuventur, ne hunc quidem 
oe stantes implere preva- 
eant. 


Sux, kal rroAAG Trav wap’ avrois ovK 
evayas Spwpévay éravwpbdcaro’ Kal 
yap xabe{cpevo: ray ebayyehixéoy a- 

CpaTe@y erovouvTo THY axpdéacsp, 
oak G@Ad riva, dy py Oeios Geopds 
éreataret, Ovemparrorro. 

88 Vit. Anastas. (CC. t. 2. p. 1190 
c.) Hic constituit, ut quotiescunque 
sancta Evangelia recitarentur, sacer- 
dotes non sederent, sed curvi sta- 


rent. 

89 Ep. 34. (al. 39.] p. 78. (p. 234.) 
Hos lectores interim constitutos sci- 
atis, quia oportebat lucernam super 
candelabrum poni, unde omnibus 
luceat, et gloriosos vultus in loco 
altiore constitui, ubi ab omni populo 
circumstante conspecti incitamen- 
tum gloriz videntibus preebeant. 
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And in St. Austin’s time the custom was the same: for he” 
says, ‘the longest lessons were then heard by all sorts and 
sexes standing, except only such as through some infirmity in 
the feet or weakness of body were disabled, who upon that 
account were indulged in sitting, but no others whatsoever.’ 
Bona?! thinks there was no certain answer made, when the 
Gospel was ended. For some said only, Amen! as it is in the 
Moearabic Liturgy 9, and the rule of St. Benedict %. Which 
Alexander Hales 9* interprets the same as saying, ‘God grant 
we may persevere in the doctrine of the Gospel!’ Others 
said, Deo Gratias! Thanks be to God! and others, Zaue. 
tibi, Christe! Praise be to thee, O Christ! But all this is 
said only out of the middle-age writers, whilst there is a perfect 
silence as to this matter in the more ancient writers of the 


Church. 


11. There was one ceremony more ancient, which St. Jerom 
makes peculiar to the Eastern Churches, which was the carry- 


ing lights before the Gospel, 


® Hom. 26. ex. 50. t. 10. p. 174. 
(al. Serm. 300. append.] (t. 5. ap- 
pend. p.go4.) Quando aut Passiones 
prolixs aut certe alique lectiones 
longiores leguutur, qui stare non 
possunt, humiliter et cum silentio 
sedentes, attentis auribus audiant 
oe leguntur, &c.—Note, that this 

omily is by Mabillon and the 
Benedictins, in their new edition, 
ascribed to ius Arelatensis: if 
it be his, it proves the custom of 
standing to hear the lessons to have 
been according to the usage of the 
French Churches. [Admonit. Ed. 
Bened. in loc. In Appendice nunc 

rimum collocatur. In Editione 
vaniensium dubius est, Verlini 
autem et Vindingii censura suppo- 
sititius. Augustino stilus et res 
minime conveniunt, sed apprime 
Cesario. Ep.] 

9! Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 7. n. 4. (p- 
292.) Lecto Evangelio, fideles olim 
dixisse Amen, Beleth, in Explica- 
tione Divinorum Officiorunm, c. 39., 
et Duraridus, l. 4. c. 24., testes 
sunt; quod etiam in Missa Mozara- 
bum et in Regula Sancti Benedicti, 
c. 11. prescnibitur. Alensis item 
p.4. Summe in Tractat. de Offic. 


when it was to be read. He 


Miss, Perlecto, inquit, Evangelio 
dicunt assistentes Amen ! ; di- 
cant, Faciat nos Deus perseverare in 
doctrina Evangelss. Alii dicunt Deo 
gratias! tn gratiarum actionem pro 
beneficto tante doctrine et tam sa- 
lutaris. Nunc dicimus, Laus i, 
Christe ! 

92 (Or Missa Mosarabum. See 
in Mabillon’s Ldturgia Gallicana, 
Paris. 1685. pp. 441 and 443. Ep.]} 


% C. 11. (ap. Galland. t. 11. p. 
04 b.).... Legat abbas lectionem 


e Evangelio, cum honore et tremore 
stantibus omnibus: qua perlecta, 
respondeant omnes Amen ! 

[A native of Gloucestershire, 
or, according to some, of Hales in 
Norfolk. e was a_ celebrated 
scholastic divine and philosopher of 
the thirteenth century: and so great 
was his reputation for learning, that 
he obtained the title of The Irrefra- 
gable Doctor. He flourished in 1230, 
and died at Paris in 1245. 

Cave, (Oxon. 1743. t. 2. p. 293.) 
and Rose’s Biograph. Diction. Lond. 
1848.—The Author probably refers 
to the Summa Universe Theoloyie, 
the first edition of which was pub- 
lished at Nuremberg in 1482.fol. Ep. } 
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says, they had no such custom in the Western Church, either 
as burning candles by day at the monuments of the martyrs, 
as Vigilantius falsely accused them ; nor at any other time, save 
only when they met in the night, to give light to their assem- 
blies : but in the Eastern Church it was otherwise ; for without 
any regard to the relics of the martyrs, whenever the Gospel 
was read, they lighted candles, partly to demonstrate their joy 
for the good news which the Gospel brought, and partly by a 
corporeal symbol to represent that light of which the Psalmist 
speaks, “ Thy word is a lamp to my feet, and a light unto my 
paths.” I know no other author beside St. Jerom that men- 
tions this, and as far as his authority will prevail it may be 
credited, and no further. Dr. Cave judges it might not be 
much elder than his time. However it was, it is no argument 
to patronise the burning of lamps and wax candles, without the 
same reason, in churches at noon-day. 

12. It is further observable, that in some Churches, upon Three or 
some solemn occasions, they had three or four lessons read out ee 
of the Gospels on the same day. St. Austin® says, he would read out of 
have had four leasons read out of the four Gospels on the day ‘2° Go#Pels 
of our Saviour’s passion; but the people were disturbed at it, same day. 
as what they had not been accustomed to, so he was forced to 


%2 Cont. Vigilant. c. 3. [al. 8. (t. 
2. p.394 a.) Cereos autem non clara 


of wild inconsequence. I am sure 
St. Jerom, when charged with it, de- 


luce accendimus, sicut frustra ca- 
lumopiaris, sed ut noctis tenebras 
hoc solatio temperemus.... Absque 
martyrum reliquiis per totas Orien- 
tis ecclesias, quum [al. quando} le- 
gendum est Evangelium, accendun- 
tur luminaria jam sole rutilante, 
non utique ad fugandas tenebras, 
sed ad signum letitise demonstran- 
dum, &c. 
83 Primitive Christianity, b.1. ch. 
(Re 203. (P. .) By reason of the 
ness of these places, and their 
uent assembling there in the 
ight to avoid the fury of their ene- 
mies, they were forced to use lights 
and lamps in their public meetings: 
but they who make this an argu- 
ment to patronize their burning of 
lamps and wax-candles in their 
churches at noon-day, (as it is in all 
the great churchee of the Roman 
communion, ) talk at a strange rate 


nied that they used any in the day- 
time, and never but at night, when 
they rose up to their night-devo- 
tions. He confesses, indeed, it was 
otherwise in the Eastern Churches, 
where, when the Gospel was to be 
read, they set up lights as a token 
of their rejoicing for those happy 
and glad tidings that were contained 
in it, light having been ever used as 
a ogee and representation of joy 
and gladness: a custom probably 
not much older than his time. 

4 Serm. 144. de Temp. p. g20- 
[al. Serm. 232. ] (t. 5. p. $0 e.) Pas- 
sio autem, quia uno die legitur, non 
solet legi nisi secundum Mattheum. 
Volueram aliquando, ut per singulos 
annos secundum omnes Evange- 
listas etiam passio legeretur: factum 
est; non audierunt homines, quod 
consueverant, et perturbati sunt. 
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waive it. 


But the custom prevailed in the French Churches. 


For in the old Lectionarium Gallicanum, published by Mabil- 
lon, the lessons of several festivals are thus appointed : on the 
feast of Epiphany, there is one lesson out of the second chapter 
of St. Matthew for morning service, and three more out of 
Matthew, Luke, and John, for the communion-service: so on 
the parasceue, or day of our Saviour’s passion, there 1s one 
lesson of the Gospel for morning service, another for the second, 
another for the third, another for the sixth, another for the 
ninth hour of prayer, collected out of the four Gospels by 
way of harmony or catena. Whence we may observe, that the 
old Gallican Liturgy, from whence our English Service is 
thought chiefly to be derived, and not from the Roman, by 
learned men, had distinct offices for morning and communion- 
service, and distinct Gospels for each service on solemn days, as 
ours now has for all the festivals, which probably were designed 
at first for distinct offices, though they are now commonly read 
together in the greatest part of our churches. 

13. There 1s another distinction made by some between the 


longer and shorter lessons. 


% De Liturg. Gallican. (p. 116.) 
Legenda in Epiphania ad missam. 
Lectio sancti Evangelii secundum 
Mattheum: Tempore illo venit Do- 
minus Jesus in Cana Galilee, in 
Jordane ad Johannem, ut baptizare- 
tur, &c. Matth. 3, 13. ad finem cap. 
Tum continue subjungitur: Et ip- 
se Jesus erat incipiens quasi anno- 
rum triginta, ut putabatur, filius Jo- 
seph, ex Luce 3, 23. Postea con- 
sequenter ex Johannis 2, 1.: Et die 
tertio nuptiz facte sunt in Cana 
oo ri Mish II. 

id. ibid. (pp. 134, 1358.) 

% Stillingfleet, Orggines’ Britan- 
nice, ch. 4. (v. 3. p. 147.) From 
which discourse, &c. See before, 
ch. 2. 8.8. p. 43. n. 71. 

97 De Ritibus, 1.3. c.18. nn. 4, 
5. (p. 326.) pe in nocturno off- 
cio leguntur lectiones, partim ex sa- 
cris libris Veteris vel Novi Testa- 
menti, partim ex Homiliis et Gestis 
Sanctorum. In diurno vero officio, 
loco lectionum leguntur capitula, hoc 


The longer lessons are said by 
to be used at the long nocturnal or antelucan ser- 


est, breves lectiones. De quibus capi- 
tulis mentio fit in Concilio Agathen- 


si, can. 21. Canone Corvenit, De 
Consecrat. dist. 5. Et quia convenit, 
ordinem ecclesia e iter ab omni- 


bus custodiri, Gc. Et paullo post: 
Et in conclusione matutinarum vel 
vespertinarum missarum post hymnos 
capitula de Psalmis dicantur, et plebs, 
collecta oratione, ad ab 
; cum benedictione dimtitatur. 
e iisdem capitulis agit Radulph. 
Tungrens. de Can. Observ. propos. 
13. in hee ee Sicut ad vigtlias 
noctis leguntur lectiones : tta 
ad laudes et vesperas et ad quingue 
parvas horas dicuntur parve lectio- 
nes, quas Benedictus appellat tn sua 
lectiones : communt tamen usu 
seculari, ait Radulphus, appellantur 
capitula. Idem Radulphus propos.8. 
In lectionibus , inquit, tam majoribus, 
que tn nocturnis vigils leguntur, 
uam parvulis, que dicuntur ad akas 
as, et capitula appellantur, lau- 
dem Dei agimus et pronuntiamus. 
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vice, and the lesser at the other canonical hours of prayer. So according 
that this distinction could have no place till the canonical hours f° 2" 
were settled in the Church. Which was not till the fourth or 

fifth century, as has been shown in another place. Radul- 

phus Tungrensis®?, whom Durantus cites, speaks somewhat of 

this distinction in his time, and says, ‘the lesser sort of lessons 

were called vulgarly capitula, chapters, and designed for the 

praise of God.’ Which makes it more probable that these lesser 

lessons were no other than the Psalms, or antiphonal hymns 
collected out of the Psalms, for the service of the several hours 

of devotion. Which are expressly called capitella de Psalmia, 
chapters out of the Psalms, by the Council of Agde', and were 

the same as antiphonal hymns, collected out of the Psalms, and 

to be said alternately by way of responses. So that whatever 

may be said of the middle ages, there seems to be no ground 

for this distinction of greater and lesser lessons in the ancient 
service, save only as we take the reading of the Psalms for les- 

sons of Scripture. 

14. It is true, indeed, St. Austin, in one of his Homilies2, what 
which Mabillon and the Benedictins in their late edition ascribe aa oe 
to Cxsarius, bishop of Arles, speaks of longer and shorter lea- be read by 
sons ; but it is not in relation to the long morning service, and bie Astrea 
the shorter service of the canonical hours, but upon a quite church. 
different occasion. For there it is supposed, that, beside the 
lessons of Scripture, sometimes other lessons were read out 
of the Homilies of the Fathers, or the Acts of the Martyrs, 
and because they were sometimes very prolix, an indulgence 
was therefore granted to infirm persons to sit down to hear 
them read. 

And this leads us to a new observation and further remark 
upon the ancient practice, that in some Churches at least other 
things were allowed to be read by way of lesson and instruc- 


98 B. 13. ch.g. 8.8. v. 4. p.542. que Parvas Horas dicuntur parve 
See particularly the last clauses of lectiones sive lectiuncule, &c. 
that section, p.548. One may con- 'C, 30. (t. 4. p. 1388 b.) In con- 
jecture, &c. clusione matutinarum vel vesperti- 
% De Canon. Observant. propos. narum missarum, post hymnos ca- 
8. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 26. p. 293 g. pitella de Psalmis dici fal. dican- 
10.)}—Ibid. prop. 13. (p. gor h. 12.) tur], &c. 
Sciendum quod sicut ad Vigilias Hom. 26. ex 50. See 8.10. p. 
noctis leguntur lectiones m ,ita 69. n. go, preceding. a 
ad Laudes et Vesperas et ad quin- 


14 XLV. iii. 
tion beside the canonical Scriptures, such as the Passions of the 
Martyrs on their proper festivals, and the Homilies of the Fa- 
thers, and the Epistles and Tracts of pious men, and the Let- 
ters Communicatory of one Church to another, with other 
things of the like nature. That the Passions of the Martyrs 
were sometimes read among the lessons in the church, appears 
not only from the foresaid Homily of Ceesarius or St. Austin, 
but from a rule made in the third Council of Carthage®, which 
forbids all other books to be read in the church, besides the , 
canonical Scriptures, except the Passions of the Martyrs on 
their anniversary-days of commemoration. Eusebius‘ probably 
collected the Passions of the Martyrs for this very purpose; as 
Paulinus, bishop of Nola, did after him, which Johannes Dia- 
conus says, were used to be read in the churches. Thus Ge- 
lasius® says, the Acts of Pope Sylvester were read in many of 

the Roman churches, though not in the Lateran, because they 
were apocryphal, and written by an unknown author. And Ma- 
billon? gives several other such instances out of Avitus and 
Ferreolus; and in the old Lectionarium Gallicanum, which 

he published, there are frequently lessons appointed out of St. 
Austin and others upon the festivals of St. Stephen and the 
Holy Innocents, and Julian the Martyr, on Epiphany, and the 
festivals of St. Peter and St. Paul. Whence some learned men ® 


The manner of 


hzec imitantur ecclesize. 

7 De Curs. Gallican. (pp. 402, 
403-)—Idem [Avitus] in F: ento 
6. meminit lecte Passionss Sancto- 
rum Agaunensium in eorum festi- 


8 C. 47. (t. 2. p. 1177 b.) Liceat 
legi Passiones Martyrum, cum anni- 
versarii eorum dies celebrantur. 

4L. 5. c.4., where he speaks of 
these Collections. (v. 1. p. 214. 16.) 


“Orp yap idoy, xal ratra padiy 
mwAnpécrara @va, pera yeipas 
dyadaBévrt rd ovyypappa, 6 nal avrd 
TH T&Y papripwy cuvaywyy mpos 1)- 
pay, as youv épnv, xareiNexrat. 

5 Preetat. ad Vit. bak M ( 
fix. i ih t. 4. p-19.) Nuper ad Vi- 

ilias beati Gregorii, Romani ponti- 

cis, Anglorum gentis apostoli, lec- 
tione de Paulino, civitatis Nolans 
presule, consuetudinaliter personan- 
te, &c. 

6 Decreta, ap. Crabb. CC. t.1. p. 
992. (ap. Labb. t. 4. p. 1263 d.) Ac- 
tus beati Sylvestri, apostolice sedis 
preesulis, licet ejus, qui conscripsit, 
nomen ignoretur, a multis tamen in 
urbe Romana Catholicis legi cogno- 
vimus, et pro antiquo usu multe 


Tre 


vitate.— Ibid. (p. 407.) Carthaginen- 
se tertium preter ea Ferreolus Uce- 
tiensis antistes, in Regule sue c. 
18, Gesta martyrum, inquit, id est, 
Passiones sanctorum fidelium, que, 
quorundam compaginata studio et 
sermone, digesta sunt tempore, quo 
nobis diem migrationis eorum annt 
mela cursus sus legibus representat, 
recenseri in oratorio audientibus 
cunctis omnino decernimus. 

8 Chamier, Panstratia, de Canon. 
1. 4. c. 6. 8. 3. (t. 1. p. ror e.) Quin- 
etiam Concilium Carthaginense ter- 
tium eo ipso capite, quod ab adver- 
sarlis solet citari, primo non vetat 
quidquam legi preter ea, ques sunt 
in canone, sed legi sub nomine di- 
vinse Scripturee. Secundo ad finem 
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conjecture, not improbably, that such sort of Histories and Pas- 
sions of the Martyrs had particularly the name of Legenda, 
Legends: for though now that name be commonly taken in a 
worse sense, for a fabulous history, because many lives of 
saints and martyrs were written by the monks of later ages in 
a mere fabulous and romantic way, yet anciently it had a good 
signification, and in its original use denoted only such acts and 
monuments of the martyrs as were allowed by authority to be 
read in the church. The curious reader may find frequent re- 
ferences made by St. Austin in his Homilies? to such lessons, 
read out of the Passions of the Martyrs on their anniversary- 
days in the church, as also in the Homilies of Pope Leo!° and 
others, whfch it is needless to recite in this place. 

But besides the Passions of the Martyrs and Homilies re- 
lating to them, there were also many other pious books read 
by way of moral exhortation in many churches. Thus Eu- 
sebius !! says, the book called Hermes Pastor, was anciently 
read in the church. He says the same of Clemens Romanus’s 
first Epistle to the Corinthians '2, that it was read in many 
churches, both in his own time, and the ages before him. And 
Dionysius !*, bishop of Corinth, says, they read not only that 


addit, Liceat etiam legs passiones 
martyrum, cum anniversarit dies eo- 
rum celebrantur. Unde opinor eis 
legendarum nomen inditum. 

¥ Serm. 11. de Sanct. p. 408. [al. 
Serm. 276.] (t.¢. p.1112 b.) In Pas- 


sione, que nobis hodie [scil. Festo 
Mart. Vincent.] recitata est, &c.— 
Serm. 45. de Divers. p. 508. [al. 


Serm. 37.] (ibid. p.181 e.)....In 
recitatione Passionis martyrum au- 
divimus foeminas, &c.. . eae 
P. 553- [al. Serm.315. ] (ibid. p.1261 

.| Beatissimus Stephanus quomodo 
fuerit diaconus ordinatus, &c., cum 
ipsa lectio legeretur, audistis, &c.— 
germ. ot p- 564. (al. p. 316.) (ibid. 
p- 1268 c.) Quid ergo audistis cum 

jus Passio legeretur, &c. ?—Conf. 

erm. 101, 103, 105, 109. de Divers. 
alas 273. (t.5. p.1lose.)..... 

um sanctorum Passio legeretur.— 
Serm. 280. (ibid. p. 1134 b.)... Tri- 
umphosque Passionum, cum lege- 
rentur, audivimus, &c.—Serm. 282. 
(ibid. p. 1138 d.)....Sicut audivi- 


mus, cum earum Passio legeretur, 
&c.—Serm. 300. (ibid. p.1218 f.)... 
Quorum mirabiles passiones, cum 
legerentur, &c. Ep. 

10 Serm.82. de Maccab. (al. Serm. 
19. append. Ed. Ballerin.] (t. 1. 
p- 453-) Causam igitur solemnita- 
tis hodierne, dilectissimi, plenis- 
sime sacree historie lectione didi- 
cistis, &c. 

ll L. 3. ¢. 16. (v. 1. p. go. 15.) 
“Obey q8n kal ev éxxdAnoias lope 
airé [BiBAiov rod Toévos] dedn- 
pootevpevoy. 

12 De Scriptor. c.10. (t.2. p.831.) 
Asserunt [Hermen] auctorem esse 
libri, qui appellatur Pastor; et apud 
quasdam Grecie ecclesias etiam 
publice legitur. 

138 L. 3. c. 16. (v.41. p. 107. 18.) 
Tovrov 8) oby rov KAnpevros dpo- 
oyoupern pia’ EmcorroAn pepera, pe- 

iAn te Kai Oavpacia’ fv ws and TIS 
Popatoy exxAngias Ti KopwOiwv die- 
ruracaro, ordcews TyuKabe KaTa Thy 
Kdpw6ov yevoperns’ rauTny 8€ Kai €v 
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Epistle of Clemens, but another written by Soter, bishop of 
Rome, which they would always continue to read. Sozomen 
says 14, the book called the Revelations of Peter, was read 
once a year on Good Friday, in many of the churches of 
Palestine. Athanasius ’> testifies the same of the book called 
Asay? *AtootdéAwr, the Doctrine of the Apostles. And St. 
Jerom '6 gays, the Homilies of Ephrem Syrus were in such 
honour as to be read in the church after the reading of the 
Scriptures. St. Austin’? assures us, that the Acts of the 
Collation of Carthage, were read always in the church in 
Lent. And in one of his Epistles'* he desires of Marcellinus 
Comes, ‘ that the Acts of the Trial of the Donatists, who were 
convicted of the murder of the Catholics, might be gent him, to 
be read in all the churches of his diocese.’ And it is remark- 
able, that in the accounts we have of the burning of the Bible 


in the Diocletian persecution, 


mAciorass éxxdyoias ért rou Kowod 
Sednpoorevpévny wada: re Kal eal’ Huas 
avrovs pev.—L. 4. ¢. 23. (ibid. 

. 187. ) Thy oThpepov ouy Kuptaxty 
éylay npépay &: wey, ey i dy- 
eyvoxapey ipoy rHv "Emvorodyy’ fy 
éfopev dei srore \YOOKOPTES YOU- 
BereioGat, ws kal rv mporépay yay 
dia. KAnpevros ypadeicar. 

41.7. c. 19. (v. 2. p. 308. 25.) 
Ourw yoty ry kahouperny  Arroxd- 
* Ilér Pov, @s vd6O0oy sayredos 

s tay apxaiwy Soxipacbeicay, ev 
TLow ent THs Takaorims elo-~ 
ére viv Grog éxdorrov spe reese 
paorKoperny Eyveoer, év pepq 
sara fy etrAaBos bye H Aads 
Aiea d dvayynoes Tov Swrnpiov 


mis Ep. ad Rufinian. t. 2. p. ed 
(Ep. ad Amun. Monach.] (t.1. 
768 a.)” 


Evexa ye w\elovos depibelas 
mpooriOnps, kat rovro ypdhov a dvay- 
Katoos” as Ore éorl wal é€repa BiBria 
Tourey efobev' ov kavovi{(dpeva pe, 
rerumwpéva S¢ mapa ray marepov 
dvarywaoKerOas trois gprt mporepxo- 
pévors kal Bovdopévois rarnxeioGat 
roy ris evoeBelas Adyor" Lodia Zodo- 
paévros, nai la Zipay, xa 'EoOip, 
cal “Iovdté, xat Tofias, nal Avday}) 
=e i ray 'AroordéAawy, cal 6 
Tlosun 

16 "Beccles. de Scriptor. c. 115. (t. 


there is sometimes mention '9 


2. p.929.) Ephraem, Edessense ec- 
clesize diaconus, multa Syro ser- 
mone composuit, et ad tantam ve- 
nit claritudinem, ut post lectionem 
Scripturarum publice in quibusdam 
ecclesiis ejus ecripta recitentur. 

I7 De Gent cum Emerito. t. 7. 
p. 215. (t.9. p-627f, g.) Sed si 
omnia gesta vebia legere velimus, 
quanquam presentibus vobis fra- 
trem et coepisopum meum Deu- 
terlum a ut quemadmodum 
fit apud pan per aver apud Tha- 

stem, apud Constantinam, apud 

ipponem, apud omnes diligentes 
eeclesias, sic etiam deinceps facere 
non _ pigrescat ; ; ut annis omnibus 
per jejuniorum dies, id est, Quadra- 
gesima ante Pascha, tag vobis 
maxime jejunantibus plus vacat 
audire, eadem Gesta Collationis per 
annos singulos, universa a capite in 
finem, ex ordine recitentur. 

18 Ep. 158. [al. 139.] (t. 2. p. 
4tg d.) Gesta, quee promisit pre- 
stantia tua, vehementer expecto, et 
in ecclesia Hipponensi jam jam cu- 
pio recitari, ac si fieri potuerit, per 
omnes ecclesias [etiam] in [nostra] 
dicecesi constitutas. 

19 Vid. Gesta Purgationis Felicis 
et Ceeciliani, ad calc. Optat. p. 276. 
(CC. t.1. p.1452¢.) Inde cathedram 
tulimus, et epistolas salutatorias, et 
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made of ‘ burning the salutary or communicatory letters, which 
were sent from one Church te another.’ St. Austin?° adds 
further, ‘ that when any one received a signal mercy from 
God, the relation of it was many times read publicly in the 
church.’ Of which he gives several instances in his own and 
other churches of Afric. And St. Chrysostom 2! says, some- 
times the Emperor’s letters were read in the church, and 
heard with great attention; which he urges as an argument 
why men should hear with reverence the writings of the 
Prophets, because they come from God, and their epistles 
are from heaven. Such Circular Epistles also as were sent 
from one Church to another, to notify the time of keeping 
Easter, which were called Heortastical or Festival Epistles? 
were generally published in their churches. But these I men- 
tion not as lessons, but only hint the custom incidentally, cor- 
responding to that of our reading briefs for charity 2°, or the 
circular letters of bishops, or notifying holidays or banns of 
marriage, or things of the like kind relating to the public. 

15. As to those books, which we now call apocryphal, they Those, 
were read in some Churches, but not in all. For in the Tuch we 
Church of Jerusalem they were utterly forbidden, as appears cpooryphal 
plainly from Cyril’s Catechisms 24, where he directs the cate- eerie 
chumens to read no apocryphal books, but only such books as Teed in , 
were securely read in the church: and then he specifies what Churches, 
books were then read in the church, viz. all the canonical books, a not in 
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ostia omnia conburimus secundum 
sacrum preeceptum. 

2 De Civitat. Dei, 1. 22. c. 8. 
p- 1489. (t. 1. 671 c.).... Libelhi 
eorum, qui beneficia percipiunt, re- 
citantur in populo, &c. 

21 Hom. 3. in 3 Thess. p. 1501. 

t.11. p.528 a.) Elr dy péy tis wapa 
€os xy, wavres mpooéxere’ 
wapa 8€ rot Geov yxet, cal dx ray 
olpavay Pbéyyeras 6 Upodpyrns, xal 
obdels 5 wporexey. 
22 Collat. 10. c. 2. (p. 383.) Intra 
AEgypti regionem mos iste antiqua 
tione servatur, ut peracto Epi- 
haniorum die .... epistolz ponti- 
cis Alexandrini per universas diri- 
gantur Avgypti ecclesias, quibus ini- 
tium Qua imz et dies Pasche 
non solum per civitates omnes, sed 


etiam per universa monasteria, de- 
signentur. 

33 (Church-briefs were abolished 
by the oth of George the Fourth, 
chapter 43, in the year 1828; but we 
still read the Royal Letters Patent, 
with the Circulars of the bishops, 
for pire in Laer! of a . 
corporated Religious Societies. Ep. 

4 Catech. 4. n. 22. [al. 35.] pp. 
66, 67. (p. 68 e.) Hpos ra ardéxpupa 
ponder Exe xowdy' ravras pdvas pedera 
omovdains, ds kal ey exxAnoiq pera 
trappnoias dvaywhoxopev. IoAv cov 
ppovipdrepar nal ebrAaBéorepos Foray 
of ’Amdoroda, xa) of apyaio: ericxo- 
wot, ol ris éxxAnolas mpoordrat, o 
ravras mapaddéyres.— Ibid. (p. 69 d.) 
“Oca ev éxxAnalas ps) avayweoxeras, 
ravra pnde card cavréy dvayivecke. 
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which are now in our Bibles, except the Book of Revelation, 
without any mention at all of the apocryphal books; which is 
a certain argument that they were not allowed to be read in 
the Church of Jerusalem, as I have more fully demonstrated 
in another place*‘. The like determination was made for 
some other Churches by the Council of Laodicea®, which 
forbids all but the canonical books to be read in the church, 
and likewise specifies what she means by canonical books, viz. 
Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, Deuteronomy, Joshua, 
Judges, Ruth, Esther, four Books of Kings, two of Paralipo- 
mena or Chronicles, two of Esdras, the Book of one hundred and 
fifty Psalms, Proverbs, Ecclesiastes, Canticles, Job, twelve Pro- 
phets, Isaiah, Jeremiah, Lamentations and Epistles of Baruch, 
Ezekiel, Daniel, the four Gospels, the Acts of the Apostles, the 
seven Catholic Epistles; fourteen Epistles of St. Paul. Where 
none of the apocryphal books, nor the Revelation are men- 
tioned, which is a plain evidence that none of them were read 
in the churches of that district. After the same manner the 
Author of the Constitutions 6, giving orders about what books 
of the Old Testament should be read in the church, mentions 
the five Books of Moses, Joshua, Judges, Kings, Chronicles, 
Ezra, and Nehemiah, which he means by the Histories of their 
return from Babylon, the Books of Job and of Solomon, the 
sixteen Prophets and the Psalms: but says nothing of any of 
the apocryphal books; which argues that he did not find 
them to be read in the rituals of those Churches whence he 
made his collections. 

However, in other Churches they were allowed to be read 27 
with a mark of distinction, as books of piety and moral in- 
struction, to edify the people; but they neither gave them the 
name of canonical books, nor made use of them to confirm 
articles of faith. This is expressly said by St. Jerom. And 
Ruffin 2°, who was presbyter of Aquileia, delivers the same as 


4 B.10. ch. 1. 8.7. v.3. pp.448, dem ecclesia, sed eos inter canoni- 

449. cas Scripturas non recipit: sic et 

C.59. See before, s. 2. p.53- hee duo volumnia [Sapientiam et 

n. 16. ‘Ecclesiasticum] legit ad eedifica- 

% L.2.¢.57. See before, ch.1r. tionem plebis, non ad auctoritatem 

8. I. 3 2. N. 3. ecclesiasticorum dogmatum confir- 
27 Preef. in Libr. caer orhioy . ih serge ere re 

p. 1296.) Sicut ergo Judith et Tobie pos. . a c. Cy- 

et Mee bebeoorat libros legit qui- priani, p. 26. G. 165.) Sciendum 
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the ancient tradition and practice of that Church, when these 
books were neither reckoned canonical, nor yet in the worst 
sense apocryphal, but called ecclesiastical, because they were 
read in the church, but not used to confirm matters of faith. 
Among these he reckons the Wisdom of Solomon, and Eccle- 
siasticus, and Tobit, and Judith, and Maccabees, and Hermes 
Pastor, and the book called the Two Ways or the Judgment 
of Peter. Athanasius29 also ranks these books, not among the 
canonical, but among those that might at least be read to or 
by the catechumens, among which he reckons Wisdom, and 
Ecclesiasticus, and Tobit, and Judith, and Esther, and the 
Doctrine of the Apostles, and the Shepherd, that is, Hermes 
Pastor. So in the Lectionarium Gallicanum, published by 
Mabillon®°, there are lessons appointed out of Tobit, and Judith, 
and Esther, particularly in the Rogation-Week for several days 
together. 

16. In some Churches these books were also read under the And in 
general name of canonical Scripture, taking that word in a Churches, 
large sense, for such books as were in the rule or canon or neg = 
catalogue of books authorized to be read in the church. Thus canonical 
at least we must understand the canon of the third Council of ricer 
Carthage}, which ordered, ‘that nothing but the canonical word ina 
writings should be read in the church under the name of “8 
the divine Scriptures, among which canonical Scriptures there 


tamen est, quod et alii libri sunt, 
qui non canonici, sed ecclesiastici 
a majoribus appellati sunt: ut est 
Sapientia Solomonis, et alia Sapien- 
tia, que dicitur Fili Be Aiege ere 
Ejusdem ordinis est libellus Tobie, 
et Judith, et Maccabzeorum libri. 
In Novo vero Testamento libellus, 
qui dicitur Pastoris sive Hermatis ; 
qui appellatur Duse Vie vel Judi- 
cium Petri; quee omnia legi quidem 
in ecclesiis voluerunt, non tamen 
proferri ad auctoritatem ex his fidei 
eae pagan 

. ap nian. t. 2. p. 39. 
See before, 8.14. D.IS, cece 
Conf. ejusd. Synops. Scriptur. t. 2. 
P- 55- (t. 2. p. 98 c.) ’Exrds 8¢ rov- 
rev elol mddw érepa fiBrjia, ris 
atrns Laas Aiabncns, ob xavom- 
(Speva pty, avayweoxdpeva 0¢ pdvoy 
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are reckoned Wisdom, and Ecclesiasticus under the name of 
Solomon, together with Tobit, Judith, Hester, and the Mac- 
cabees.’ St. Austin seems to have followed this canon, making 
all these books canonical, but giving preference to some above 
the other, as they were more or less generally received by the 
Churches. In his book of Christian Doctrine*! he calls all the 
apocryphal books canonical, but he does not allow them so 
great authority as the rest, because they were not generally 
received as such by the Churches. He says %, the Books of 
Wisdom and Ecclesiasticus ‘ were none of Solomon’s, but yet re- 
ceived into authority by the Western Church: by which he must 
mean the Roman Church, where Pope Innocent? had received 
them: for in the Eastern Church their canonical authority 
was always rejected. And [it was so] in many of the Western 
Churches: for neither Ruffin at Aquileia, nor Philastrius 5+ at 
Brixia in Italy, nor Hilary at Poictiers in France®>, grant 


31 L. 2. c. 8. (t.3. part. 1. p. 23 d.) 
Tenebit igitur une smodudi in Scrip- 
turis canonicis, ut eas que ab omni- 
bus accipiuntur ecclesiis [Catholi- 
cis], preponat eis quas quedam 
non accipiunt. In eis vero, que 
non accipiuntur ab omnibus, pre- 
ponat eas, quas plures gravioresque 
accipiunt, els quas paticiores mino- 
risque auctoritatis ecclesis tenent. 

De Civitat. Dei, 1. 17. ¢. 20. 
(t. 7. p. 483. ¢.).... Non autem esse 
ipsius non dubitant doctiores, eos 
tamen in auctoritatem maxime Oc- 
cidentalis antiquitus recepit eccle- 
sia. 

88 Ep. 3. ad Exuper. c. 12. [al. 7. 
(CC. t. 2. p. 1256 a) Qui vero iba 
recipiantur in canone Sanctarum 
Scripturarum, brevis annexus osten- 
dit. Hee sunt ergo que desiderata 
moneri voce voluisti: Moysis libri 
5-, id est, Genesis, Exodi, Levitici, 
Numeri, Deuteronomii: et Jesu 
Nave unus, Judicum unus. Reg- 
norum libri 4., simul et Ruth. Pro- 

hetarum libri 16. Solomonis libri s. 

salterium. Historiarum, Job liber 
unus, Tobie unus, Esther unus, 
Judith unus, Maccabeorum duo, 
Esdree duo, Paralipomenan duo, &c. 

3% De Heresibus, c. 40. [al. 60. ] 
de Apocryphis. (ap. Galland. t. 7. 


p. 494 b.) Heeresis est etiam, que 
Apocrypha, id est, Secreta dici- 
tur; quse solum Prophetas et Apo- 
stolos accipit, non Scripturas ca- 
nonicas, id est, Legem et Prophetas, 
Vetus scilicet et Novum Testamen- 
tum. Et cum volunt solum illa 
Apocrypha legere studiose, contra- 
ria Scripturis canonicis sentiunt, 
atque paulatim dogmatizant con- 
tra eas, dantes sententias contra 
Legem et Prophetas, contraque dis- 
putationes (al. dispositiones | beatis- 
simorum Apostolorum consulta po- 
nentes ; e quibus sunt maxime Ma- 
nichzi, Gnostici, Nicolaitse, Valenti- 
niani, et alii quam plurimi, qui Apo- 
crypha ProphetarumetApostolorum, 
id est, actus separatos habentes, ca- 
nonicas legere Scripturas contem- 
nunt. Propter quod statutum est 
ab Apostolis et eorum successoribus, 
non aliud legi in ecclesia debere 
Catholica, nisi Legem, et Prophetas, 
et Evangelia, et Actus Apostolorum, 
et Pauli tredecim Epistolas, et sep- 
tem alias, Petri duas, Johannie tres, 
Judz unam, et Jacobi unam, que 
septem Actibus Apostolorum con- 
juncte sunt. Scripture autem ab- 
scondite, id est, Apocrypha, et si 
legi debent morum causa a per- 
fectis, non ab omnibus legi debent, 
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them any authority in the canon of Scripture. Nay, Hilary 
of Arles 6 expressly told St. Austin, ‘ that the Churches of 
France were offended at him, because he had used a proof 
out of the Book of Wisdom, which was not canonical.’ And 
it is remarkable, that at Rome itself Gregory the Great, having 
occasion to quote a text out of Maccabees, makes a prefatory 
excuse%/ for alleging a text ‘ out of a book that was not canoni- 
cal, but only published for the edification of the Church.’ And 
even St. Austin himself #8, in answer to the French divines, 
pleads no further for the divine authority of the Book of 
Wisdom, which he had cited as canonical, but that it was so 
received by the Christians of Afric before him. Which by his 
own rule, laid down before in his book of Christian Doctrine, 
did not make it in the highest sense canonical, because it was 
rejected by all. the Churches of the East, and a great part of 
the West, from the authority of canonical Scripture. So that 
though these books were read in the African Church under 
the name of canonical Scripture, yet they were not esteemed 
of equal authority with the rest, because they were reputed by 
all the world besides as apocryphal, or, as some call them, 
ecclesiastical only, being such as were allowed to be read in 
the church for moral instruction and edification, but not used 
to confirm articles of faith. 

And this is the account which Cajetan himself 9 gave of the 


qui non intelligentes multa addide~ 
runt et tulerunt, que voluerunt he- 
retici. 

55 Preef. in Psalmos. (t. 1. p. 10 b. 
n. 15.) Et ea causa est, ut in viginti 
duos libros lex Testamenti Veteris 
deputetur: ut cum literarum nu- 
mero convenirent. Qui ita secun- 
dum traditiones veterum deputan- 


[Sapient. 4, 11.] tanquam non cano- 
nicum definiunt omittendum. 

87 Moral. in Job. L. 19. c. 13. (al. 
21.] (t. 1. p. 622 a. 9.) De qua re 
non inordinate agimus, si ex libris 
licet non canonicis, sed tamen ad 
sedificationem ecclesize editis, testi- 
monium proferamus. 

38 De Preedestin. c.14. t.7. p.553- 


tur, ut Moysi sint libri quinque, &c. 
Quibusdam autem visum est, ad- 
ditis Tobia et Judith, viginti qua- 
tuor libros secundum numerum 
Grecarum literarum connumerare, 
Romana quoque lingua media inter 
Hebreeos Grecosque collecta. 

8 Ep. ad August. int. Oper. Au- 
gust. t. 7. p. 545. fal. Ep. 226. n. 4.] 
(t. 2. p. 827 b.) Ilud etiam testi- 
monium quod posuisti, Raptus est 
ne malitia mutaret tntellectum ejus, 

BINGHAM, VOL. Y. 


(t. 10. p. 808 b.) ... Non debuit re- 
pudiari sententia libri Sapientiz, qui 
meruit in ecclesia Christi de gradu 
lectorum ecclesize Christi tam longa 
annositate recitari, et ab omnibus 
Christianis, ab episcopis usque ad 
extremos laicos, fideles, pcenitentes, 
catechumenos, cum veneratione di- 
vine auctoritatis audiri. 

"9 In fin. Commentar. ad Libr. 
Histor. Vet. Test. (t. 2. p. 400.)... 
Ad Hieronymi limam reducenda 
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practice of the Church, before the Council of Trent defined a 
new canon of Scripture. He says: ‘ They are not canonical, 
that is, regular, to confirm articles of faith: yet they may be 
called canonical, that is, regular, for the edification of the 
people, as being received and authorized in the canon of the 
Bible only for this end.’ And with this distinction he thinks 
we are to understand both St. Austin and the Council of 
Carthage, all whose sayings are to be reduced to the rule of 
St. Jerom. But if any think that St. Austin or the African 
Church meant more, it may be said their authority is of no 
weight against the general consent of the whole Church in all 
ages besides, from the first settling of the canon down to the 
Council of Trent; the proof of which consent is so fully and 
unanswerably made out by Bishop Cosins in that excellent 
book, called his Scholastical History of the Canon of Scripture, 
where he produces the testimonies *° of the writers of every 
age distinctly in their order, that little more can be added to 
it, and it is wholly needless to detain the reader upon that 
subject ; it being sufficient to our present purpose to have ob- 
served, that these books of controverted authority were read, 
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sunt tam verba Conciliorum quam 
doctorum. Et juxta illus senten- 
tiam ad Chromatium et Heliodorum 
episco s, libri isti non sunt cano- 
nici, id est, regulares, ad firmandum 
ea que sunt fidel: possunt tamen 
dici canonici, hoc est, regulares, ad 
sedificationem fidelium, utpote in 
canone Biblie ad hoc recepti et 
auctoritati. Cum hac distinctione 
discernere poterie dicta Augustini 
et scripta in provinciali Concilio 
Carthaginensi. [al. dicta Augustini 
in Secundo de Doctrina Christiana 
et scripta in Concilio Florentino sub 
Eugenio quarto, scriptaque in pro- 
vincialibus Conciliis Carthaginensi 
et Laodicensi et ab Innocentio ac 
Gelasio pontificibus. | 

4 To the testimonies cited by 
Bishop Cosins the learned reader 
may add this of Franciscus Georgius 
Venetus, a Franciscan, who lived a 
little before the Reformation: Pro- 
blem. in Scriptur. Paris. 1622. 4to. 
t. 6. 8. 5. (p. 375-) Problem. 184. 
Cur Raphael venit in comitatum 


Tobiz? Respond. Quamvis historia 
sit sine certo auctore, nec in canone 
habeatur, tamen quia admittitur le- 

enda in ecclesia tanquam vera, 

ujus quoque rei rationem assignare 
conabimur. Here he plainly rejects 
the book of Tobit out of the canon, 
and speaks of it no otherwise thari 
as of a common history, which was 
allowed to be read in the church. 
Which words are so displeasing to 
the curators of the Roman Index 
Expurgatorius, that they order it to 
be struck out, with many other pas- 
a of the same order, where he 
reflects on the Vulgar Translation as 
corrupt and false, and corrects its 
errors from the original Hebrew, of 
which he was a considerable master, 
though in other things he had his 
failings. Vid. Indicem Librorum 
Prohibitorum et Expurgandorum, 
per Sotomajor. Madriti, 1667. fol. 
(p. 417.) Problem. 184. initio, post 
illud, Comitatum Tobia, dele usque 
ad hujus quoque rationem. 
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either under the name of apocryphal, or ecclesiastical, or ca- 
nonical, in most of the ancient Churches. 

17. There is one thing more which it will not be improper 4 short ac- 
to give a short account of, before we put an end to this chap- yee 
ter: that is, the translations of Scripture that were com- of Scripture 
monly used in the ancient Church. I mean not here to prove wedin the 
again, what has been abundantly done before in the last Book, Church. 
that the Scriptures were translated and read in the vulgar 
language in every church; but the thing I would observe in 
this place is only this, that they generally read the Septua- 
gint translations where Greek was the vulgar language, or else- 
such translations into other languages as were derived from it. 

For they had no translation of the Bible from the Hebrew, till 
the time of St. Jerom, in the Latin Church, but only such as 
were made from the Greek translation of the Septuagint. The 
Septuagint was used all over the Greek Church, except per- 
haps that part of Syria where Syriac was the most vulgar lan- 
guage, that is, in Osrhoene and Mesopotamia, where they had 
a Syriac translation made from the Hebrew not long after the 
time of the Apostles. This was called the Old Translation, in 
opposition to another which was made from the Septuagint in 
after-ages. In all other parts of the East the Septuagint was 
the common translation. But this by tract of time and variety 
of copies was much corrupted, upon which account it was re- 
vised and corrected by several learned men, which laboured in 
this work, particularly by Origen, and Hesychius the Egyp- 
tian, and Lucian of Antioch, two martyrs who suffered in the 
Diocletian persecution. Hence, as St. Jerom‘° informs us, 
there came to be three famous exemplars or editions of the 
Septuagint used in the Eastern Churches. Alexandria and 
Egypt followed the copy revised by Hesychius. Constanti- 
nople and all the Asiatic Churches as far as Antioch used that 
of Lucian. ‘The Churches of Palestine and Arabia read the 
copy corrected by Origen and published by Eusebius and 


40 Pref. in Libr. Paralipom. (t.9. provincie Paleestinos codices legunt, 
p. 1405.) Alexandria et gyptus quos ab ote elaboratos Euse- 
In Septuaginta suis Hesychium lau- bius et Pamphilus vulgaverunt: to- 
dat auctorem. Constantinopolis us- tusque orbis hac inter se veritate 
que Antiochiam Luciani martyris compugnat. 
exemplaria probat. Medise inter has 
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Pamphilus. And so between these three editions the whole 
world was divided. 

Origen did two things further in this matter. First 41, he 
published an edition of the Bible, which he called his Hexapla, 
because it was in six columns. The first was the Hebrew in 
Hebrew characters, the second the Hebrew in Greek charac- 
ters, the third the translation of Aquila the Jew, the fourth 
the translation of Symmachus, the fifth the translation of the 
Septuagint, and the sixth the translation of Theodotion the 
Ebionite. To these he afterwards added two other translations 
found at Nicopolis and Jericho, and these made up his Octapla. 
And in process of time he published another lesser edition, 
containing only the four translations of the Septuagint, Aquila, 
Symmachus, and Theodotion, which he called his Tetrapla. 
Secondly, he published the Septuagint with the additions of 
Theodotion mixed with it, to supply the places where it was 
defective, which additions he marked with an asterisk to dis- 
tinguish them; and such places as were redundant in the 
Septuagint, and not to be found in the Hebrew nor in Theo- 
dotion, he also marked with an obelisk or straight line for dis- 
tinction also. But this mixing of the two translations together 
in process of time occasioned some confusion, and St. Jerom * 


41 Vid. Euseb. 1. 6. c. 16. (v. 1. 

- 275. 21.) Tooavry 8¢ eiovyero Tp 
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arThpa itor mchoanbai' dxyvevoai 
re Tas TOY érépwr mapa Tovs ‘ES8oun- 
xovra ras lepds Tpadas npynvevedroy 
éxdéces* xai riwas érépas mapa tas 
xarnpafteupevas épunveias évad\Xar- 
roveas, a "Axvdou, Kal Zuppdyov, 
nat Geodoriavos épevpeiy’ ds ove old 
66ev ex tivwy puydy Tov wddat Aavba- 
vouoas xpdévoy amyvevoas, eis pos 
nponyayey. "Ed Sy dit ray ddndd- 
tyra, tivos Gp’ elev oix eldds, airs 
Touro udvoy ereonpyvato, &s dpa riy 
pe evpos ev Ty mpds Anrip Nexnré- 
hee? rhp de ev érepy romp roipde’ ey 
ye pay ros “Efamdois raw Vadpéy 
peta ras emonpous réccapas éxdd- 
wets, ov pdvoy meurrny, GAdd Kal €x- 


thy cai €B8duny wapabels éppnveiay, 
em puads abd&is ceanpueiwra’ as ey 
“Ieptyot etpnyeyns ev mtBep xaTad Tous 
xpdvous *Avrovivou, rov viod LeBnpov. 
Tavras 3¢ andoas én ravréy ouvaya- 
yor, Stehay re mpds x@Aov, xal ayri= 
mapabeis ddAndas perd xa) abris ris 
‘EBpaioy onpeooens, Ta Tey AEyo- 
pévoy ‘Efarhay nyuiy ayriypada xa- 
tadehoirev’ lias rHy *Axvdov, Kat 
Luppaxov, xal Ceodvoriovos exdocw 
dua ty Tav ‘EB8ourxorvra év rots Te- 
Tpamois emxaracKxevacas. 

42 Preef. in Libr. Paralipom. (t.9. p. 
1405.) Origenes non solum exemp 
composuit quatuor editionum, e re- 
gione singula verba describens, ut 
unus dissentiens statim, ceteris in- 
ter se consentientibus, arguatur: 
sed, quod majoris audacie est, in 
editione Septuaginta Theodotionis 
editionem miscuit, asteriscis videli- 
cet designans quze minus fuerant, 
et virgulis quz ex superfluo vide- 
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complains of it as a bold undertaking, and therefore he set 
about a new edition and translation of the Septuagint‘ for the 
use of the Latin Church. 

Hitherto all Churches used the translation of the Septua- 
gint, except the Syrian Churches, as was said [just] before, and 
except on the Book of Daniel, which in all Churches was read 
according to the translation of Theodotion, as the same St. 
Jerom informs us in several places‘, particularly in his Preface 
upon Daniel+>, because, by some means or other, the Septua- 
gint translation of that book was more corrupt than any other 
part of Scripture. But there were abundance of faults in that 
translation in other places, partly by the design of the inter- 
preters, who added some things of their own, and left out 
others, and often changed the sense at pleasure, especially in 
texts that had any relation to the Holy Trinity, as St. Jerom 
shows at large in his Preface upon the Pentateuch +6, where he 


bantur apposita. Si igitur aliis li- 
cuit non tenere, quod seme! susce- 
perant, et post septuaginta cellulas, 

uze vulgo sine auctore jactantur, 
singulas cellulas aperuere : hocque 
in ecclesiis legitur, quod Septua- 
ginta nescierunt, cur me non susci- 
piant Latini mei, qui, inviolata edi- 
tione veteri, ita novam condidi, ut 
laborem meum Hebreis et, quod 
his majus est, Apostolis auctoribus 
probem ? 

43 Pref. in Jos. (ibid. p. 355.) Et 
ut in primis, quod spe testatus 
sum, sciat me non in reprehensio- 
mem veterum pova cudere, sicut 
amici mei criminantur; sed pro vi- 
rili parte offerre linguze mez homi- 
nibus, quos tamen nostra delectant, 
ut pro Greecorum é£amdois, que et 
sumptu et labore maximo indigent, 
editionem nostram habeant. Et sic- 
ubi in antiquorum voluminum lec- 
tione dubitarint, hzc illis conferen- 
tes, inveniant quod requirunt : max- 
ime quum apud Latinos tot sint 
exemplaria, quot codices; et unus- 

uisque pro arbitrio suo vel addide- 

nit vel subtraxerit, quod ei visum 
est: et utique non possit verum 
esse, quod dissonat. 

“4 Ibid. (p. 358.) Quare Danielem 
juxta Theodotionis translationem ec- 


clesiz# susceperunt ?—In Dan. c. 4. 
(t. 5. p. 646 oy eegiee LXX trans- 
latoribus, qui heec omnia, nescio qua 
ratione, preeterierunt, tres reliqui 
collegam interpretati sunt. Unde ju- 
dicio magistrorum ecclesiz editio 
eorum in hoc volumine repudiata 
est, et Theodotionis vulgo legitur: 
quz et Hebrzo et ceteris transla- 
toribus congruit.—Conf. Apol. cont. 
Ruffin. 1. 2. c. 9. [al. 33.] (t. 2. 
p- 527 b.) De Daniele breviter re- 
spondebo ...me docuisse lectorem, 
ecclesias Christi hunc Prophetam 
juxta Theodotionem legere, et non 
juxta Septuaginta translatores. 

45 Pref. in Dan. (t. 9. p. 1361.) 
Danielem Prophetam juxta Septua- 
ginta Interpretes Domini Salvatorie 
ecclesiz non legunt, utentes Theo- 
dotionis editione: et hoc cur acci- 
derit nescio. ,.. Hoc unum affirmare 

ssum, quod multum a veritate 

iscordet, et recto judicio repudia- 
tus sit. 

4% ee in Pentateuch. (ibid. 
p. 3-) Denique, ubicunque sacratum 
aliquid Scriptura testatur de Patre 
et Filio et Spiritu Sancto, aut aliter 
interpretati sunt, aut omnino tacue- 
runt; ut et regi satisfacerent et ar- 
canum fidei non vulgarent. Et ne- 
scio quis primus auctor, septuaginta 
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exposes the story of their having distinct cells, and their being 
esteemed inspired writers; and partly from the great variety 
of copies, and the great corruptions that were crept into them 
by the ignorance or negligence of transeribers: and this both 
in the Septuagint copies themselves, and the Latin translations 
that were made from them. Upon this account St. Jerom, by 
the instigation of Chromatius and Heliodore, and other pious 
bishops of the Latin Church, set about a translation of the 
Psalms and Old Testament from the original Hebrew: but this 
met with great opposition for some time; for though many 
applauded it, and read it in the churches, yet others opposed 
it; and Ruffin and others bitterly inveighed against it, as re- 
flecting on the Church, which had used and recommended the 
Septuagint, and the translations made from it, ever since the 
time of the Apostles. St. Austin himself‘? dissuaded him from 
the undertaking ; and when it was finished, he would not suffer 
it to be read in his diocese for fear of giving scandal to the 
people ; telling him further‘® what a tumult had been raised 
in one of the churches of Africa by a bishop’s mtroducing his 
translation, which he was forced to lay aside again for fear all 


his people should have deserted it. 


with a kinder reception; for 


cellulas Alexandris mendacio suo 


exstruxerit, quibue divisi eadem 
ecriptitarent. 1 Saale 
Ep. tg. [al. 82.] ad Hieron. c. 5. 


(t. 2. p. 202 g.) De interpretatione 
tua jam mihi persuasisti, qua utili- 
tate Scripturas volueris transferre de 
Hebreeis, ut scilicet ea, que a Judeis 
reetermissa, vel corrupta sunt, pro- 
erres in medium....Ideo autem 
(p. 203 c.) desidero interpretationem 
tuam de Septuaginta, ut et tanta 
Latinorum interpretum, qui quales- 
cunque hoc ausi sunt, quantum 
possumus imperitia careamus: et hi, 
qui me invidere putant utilibus la- 
boribus tuis, tandem aliquando, si 
fieri potest, intelligant, propterea me 
nolle tuam ex Hebreo interpreta- 
tionem in ecclesiis legi, ne contra 
Septuaginta auctoritatem, tanquam 
novum aliquid proferentes, magno 
scandalo perturbemus plebes Christi, 
quarum aures et corda illam inter- 
pretationem audire consueverunt, 


But in other places it met 
by degrees it came to be used 


quée etiam ab Apostolis approbata 


est. 
48 Ep. ro. [al. 71.] ad Eund. c. 5. 
(ibid. p. 161 a.) Nam quidam frater 
poster episcopus, cum lectitari in- 
stituieset in ecclesia, cui preest, in- 
terpretationem tuam, movit quiddam 
longe aliter abs te positum apud 
Jonam Prophetam, quam erat om- 
nium sensibus memorique invete- 
ratum. Factus est tantus tumultus 
in plebe, maxime Greecis arguenti- 
bus et inflammantibus (al. incla- 
mantibus] calumniam falsitatis, ut 
cogeretur episcopus (ea quippe civi- 
tas erat) Judeorum testimonium 
flagitare. Utrum autem illi impe- 
ritia an malitia, hoc esse in Hebreis 
codicibus responderunt, quod et 
Greci et Latini habebant atque di- 
cebant. Quid plura? Coactus est 
homo velut mendositatem corrigere, 
volens, post magnum periculum, non 
remanere sine plebe. 
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by learned men in their expositions. Gregory the Great‘? 
makes use of both translations, calling St. Jerom’s the New 
Translation, and the other the Old; which was otherwise 
called the Itala, and Vulgata, and Communis, because it was 
the most common and vulgar translation used in all the Latin 
and Italic Churches. 

The present Vulgar Latin translation is supposed by learned 
men>° to be neither the ancient Vulgar, nor yet St. Jerom’s 
new one, but a mixture of both together. The Psalms in the 
present Vulgar are not from the Hebrew, but are of St. Jerom's 
translation from the Septuagint of Lucian’s emendation. The 
other books come nearer the Hebrew than they do to the 
Septuagint, which shows that they have something of St. Je- 
rom’s translation. But the Psalms were always read at Rome 
according to the old version, and continued so to be used till 
Pope Pius V. ordered St. Jerom’s version, with emendations 
from the Septudégint, to be put in its place. And so the old 
translation of the Psalms came to be called the Roman Psalter ; 
and St. Jerom’s new translation, the Gallican Psalter, because 
it was immediately received in the Gallican Church. This is 
observed both by Mabillon>! and Bona‘? out of Berno Augi- 


49 Ep. ad Leandr. ante Moral. in 
Job. c. 5. ad fin. (t. 3. p.6 e. 2.) 
Novam vero translationem dissero :, 
sed cum probationis causa exigit, 
nunc novam, nunc veterem per tes- 
timonia assumo ; ut quia sedes apo- 
stolica, cui Deo auctore presideo, 
utraque utitur, mei quoque labor 
studi ex utrague fulciatur. [Ibid. 1. 
20. Moral. in Job. c. 32. (p.665 d. 9.) 
Longe ab hac sententia vetus trans- 
latio dissonat .... Sed tamen quia 
hec nova translatio ex Hebreo no- 
bis Arabicoque eloquio cuncta verius 
tranefudisse perhibetur, credendum 
est quidquid in ea dicitur. Ep.] 

50 Walton. Prolegom. 10. n. 9. 
(t. 1. p. 71. circa med.) Certum est, 
in omnibus Vulgatam non esse Hie- 
ronymi: nam are Psalmos et ea, 

use ex veteri » vel ex Theo- 
otione addidit, ut in additionibus 
ad Estheram et Danielem est videre, 
etiam in reliquis libris ubique multa 
occurrunt, que Hieronymi non esse, 
cuilibet clarum est: nam in multis 


convenit cum veteri Vulg. sive LXX., 
ubi versio Sept. ab Hebr. differt : 
ssepe cum Theod. Symm. Aq.: se- 
issime etiam aliter habet, quam 
ieronymus in operibus suis ver- 
tendum censuit: unde puram Hie- 
ronymi non esse, eed mixtam, facile 
est colligere. 
51 De Curse. Gallican. (pp. 396, 
sad) In primis Galli antiquitus pe- 
iari Psalterii versione usi sunt, 
acilicet ea, que a Sancto Hieronymo 
emendata est. Audiendus hac de re 
Walafridus Strabo de Rebus Eccle- 
siasticis, c. 25. Psalmos autem cum 
secundum L.XX interpretes Romani 
adhuc habeant ; Gailt et Germano- 
rum aliqui secundum emendationem, 
quam Hieronymus pater de LXX 
edittone composuit, Psaltertum can- 
tant: quam Gregorius Turonensis 
episcopus a partibus Romanis mutu- 
atam tn Liarum dicitur ecclesias 
transtulisse. De re ipsa eadem est 
Bernonis Augiensis abbatis senten- 
tia: de tempore vero, quo hec ver- 
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ensis [who flourished in 1014,] and Strabo, [whose era was 
842,] who say, the French and Germans took the new transla- 
tion of the Psalms corrected from the Septuagint by St. Jerom, 
whilst the Romans continued to use the old vulgar corrupt 
edition: which is still read in the Vatican Church at Rome, 
and the Ambrosian Church at Milan, and St. Mark’s at Venice: 
and Bona is so free as to say, he thinks it had been more for 
the honour and benefit of the Church to have kept still to the 
old version of the Psalter, since now there is a great disagree- 
ment between the Breviary and the Missal, whilst the same 
Psalms are sung different ways>, in the Missal according to 
the old translation, and in the Breviary according to the new 
one, which he speaks of as a mistake, but tenderly, because 
though it was a deviation from the old rule observed in Gre- 
gory’s Sacramentarium, and the Missa Mosarabica, and the 
Ambrosian Liturgy, yet it was Pope Pius’s order that made 
the correction. 

I might here have added several other things relating to 
the ancient way of dividing the several books of Scripture into 
chapters, and verses, and canons, and sections, and sub-sections, 
very much differing from the present way of dividing them 
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les; Romana presertim cum omni- 
bus suburbicariis, ut constat ex an- 
tiquorum commentariis in 
, Psalmos ; donec idem Pealterium ab 
ipso Hieronymo interpolatum pri- 
mum quidem in Gallia, nescio quo 
tempore, unde Gallicanum nauncu- 
patum est, deinde in aliis regionibus, 
introductum fuit. In omnibus au- 
tem urbis Romee ecclesiis vetus illud 
rmansit usque ad Pium V. qui 


sio a Gallis recepta est, hic cum 
Walafrido non coneentit. Bernonis 
verba eo lubentius refero, quod ac- 
cepta sint ex ejue Epistola inedita ad 
Me infridum et gg seg ubi de 

leronymo s, Inter cetera, in- 
quit, se cansadata LXX interpretum 
translatione Psalterium ex Greco in 
Latinum vertit, illudque 
omnsbus ie ac quibusdam Ger- 
manie ecclestis tradsdit. Et ob hoc 





Gallicanum Psaltertum appellarit, 
Romanis adhuc ex corrupta Vulgata 
edstsone Psaltertum canentibus; ex 
qua Romani cantum nt, 
nobisque usum cantandi contradide- 
runt. Unde accidtt, quod verba, 

tn diurnis vel tn nocturnis ofiesis 
canends more modulantur, intermis- 
ceantur, et confuse nostris psalmis 
snserantur, ul a minus peritss haud 
JSacile possit discerni, quid nostre vel 
Romane conveniat edstioni, &c. 

52 Rer. eng: 1. 2. ¢. 3. n. 4. (p. 
278.) Priore editione pura, qualis 
erat ante S. Hieronymum, uteban- 
tur olim omnes ecclesizs Occidenta- 


ipsum sustulit, et in sola Basilica 

aticana reliquit, in qua nunc etiam 
religiosissime recitatur, et novissime 
sublatis mendis, que irrepeerant, 
pristinse integritati restitutum est. 

63 Rer. Liturg. |. 2. c. 3. n.5. (p. 
279.) Inconveniens, et merito, vi- 
sum eet, quod idem psalmus et idem 
canticum aliis verbis in [{missa, aliis 
in} officio cantaretur. Hec autem 
digsonantia, ablato nunc veteri Psal- 
terio, spe occurrit. Czeterum ista 
hoc loco notare libuit, non ut quen- 
quam carperem, sed ne prisca eccle- 
sie disciplina ignoraretur. 
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into chapter and verse: but because observations of this kind 
are very intricate of themselves, and have no relation to the 
service of the Church, which is the subject in hand, I shall 
omit them here with many other miscellaneous rites of the 
same nature, which will be more proper to be explained in a 
critical discourse by themselves‘; and now proceed to the 
next part of the service of the Church in the missa catechu- 
menorum, which was the sermon or homily, immediately after 
the reading of the Psalms and other Scriptures, before any 
prayers were made either for particular orders of men, such 
as catechumens, energumens, penitents, &c., or for the general 
state of Christ’s Church. 
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CHAP. IV. | 
Of preaching, and the usages relating to it, in the ancient 
Church. 
1. ImuepmTEy after the reading of the Psalms and lessons Allsermons 


out of the Scriptures, before the catechumens were dismissed, Ged eA 
followed the sermon, which the bishop, or some other appointed milies, dis- 
by him, made to the people. This being done in the presence v locitioite 
of the catechumens, was therefore usually reckoned a part of vac, 
the missa catechumenorum, or ante-communion-service. Such 
discourses were commonly termed homilies, from the Greek 
dutAla, which signifies indifferently any discourse of instruction 
to the people, whether composed by the preacher himself, or 
read out of a book composed by another; though we now 
generally restrain it to the latter sense in our modern way of 
speaking. Among the Latins they were frequently called 
tractatus, as appears from many passages of Cyprian, Optatus, 
- St. Ambrose, St. Austin, St. Jerom, Gaudentius, Chrysologus, 
and many others collected by Ferrarius>>, which J think it 
needless to recite. 
Only I shall observe one thing, that this word signifies any 
exposition or handling of Scripture, as well by way of writing 


54 (It is probable that when the 


closing raph of the twenty- 
Author used this expression, in the 4 : 


third and last book of what he did 


year 1719, the date of his original 
sixth volume, he contemplated a 
twenty-fourth book to consist of such 
miscellaneous subjects; a desidera- 
tum, which he again refers to in the 


live to complete, before his death in 
1733. Ep} 

De Rit. Concion. 1.1. c. 2. (pp. 
2, seqq.) Sacras igitur conciones, 
tractatus, disputationes, &c. 
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as preaching : and in both senses the tractatores, the preachers 
and expositors of Scripture, were opposed to the canonici and 
authentici, the Prophets, Evangelists, and Apostles, who wrote 
by inspiration, and whose authority was absolutely infallible 
and authentic: which could not be said of any expositors, how- 
ever excellent or learned, who dictated their thoughts without 
any such peculiar assistance. This distinction is often incul- 
cated by St. Austin. ‘I confess,’ says he 5, writing to St. J erom, 
‘I have learned to pay this reverence and honour only to those 
books of Scripture which are called canonical, that I most 
firmly believe none of the authors of them were guilty of any 
error in writing. And if I find any thing in those books which 
seems contrary to truth, I make no doubt but it is either a 
corruption of the copy, or that the translator did not hit the 
sense, or that I myself do not understand it. But I read all 
others with this caution and reserve, that however eminent 
they be for piety and learning, I do not believe what they say 
to be true, merely because it was their opinion, but because 
they persuade me either by those canonical authors, or by 
probable reason, which carries the appearance of truth.’ So 
again, in his book -De Catechizandis Rudibus*®, he distin- 
guishes the inspired writers, by the name canonical, from all 
others, whom he calls tractators and expositors of Scripture. 
As Claudianus Mamertus*’ speaks of all expositors under the 


Nec ipse sane inutiliter interrogatur, 


55 Ep. 19. fel. 82.] ad Hieron. c.r. 
uibus rebus motus sit, ut velit esse 


(t. 2. p. tgo f.) Ego enim fateor ca- 


ritati tuse, solis eis Scripturarum li- 
bris, qui jam canonici appellantur, 
didici hunc timorem honoremque 
deferre, et nullum eorum auctorem 
scribendo aliquid errasse firmissime 
credam. Ac si aliquid in eis offen- 
dero literis, quod videatur contra- 
rium veritati: nihil aliud, quam vel 
mendosum esse. codicem, vel inter- 
pretem non assequutum esse quod 
dictum est, vel me minime intellex- 
isse, non ambigam. Alios autem ita 
lego, ut, quantalibet sanctitate doc- 
trinaque prepolleant, non ideo ve- 
rum putem, quia ipsi ita senserunt ; 
sed quia mihi [vel] per illos auctores 
canonicos, vel probabili ratione, quod 
a vero non abhorreat, ere 
potuerunt. 

56 C. 8, t. 4. p. 298. (t. 6. p. 271 b.) 


bristianus: ut si libris ei persua- 
sum esse videris, sive canonicis, sive 
utilium tractatorum, de his aliquid 
in principio loquaris, collaudans eos 
pro diversitate meritorum canonicze 
auctoritatis et exponentium solertis- 
sime diligentiz. 

87 De Statu Anime, 1. 2. c. 10. (ad 
calc. n. 4. c. 9. ap. Galland. t. 10. 
Pp. 442 €.) istic nunc locus et 
tempus est, ut, sicut a philosophies ad 
tractatores, sic a tractatoribus ad 
authenticos gradum consequar.— 
J.. 1. c. 2. (ibid. p. 418 b.) Post au- 
thenticorum plurimorum tractatores 
&ec. (Conf. 1. 1.¢. 2. (ibid. p. 418 b.) 
Sed video Prophetas, Evangelistas, 
Apostolos post etiam authenticorum 
plurimorum tractatores &c. Ep. ] 


e 
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name of tractators, but of the holy penmen themselves under 
the title of authentics. 

St. Austin5® and St. Jerom 59 often speak of preaching under 
the name of disputations. Tertullian®™ calls them allocutions ; 
dividing the whole service into these four parts, ‘ reading the 
Scripture, singing the Psalms, making allocutions, and sending 
up prayers.’ Among the Greeks they are frequently called 
Adyot, which answers to the Latin word sermones, and the 
English sermons. The most ancient name is that of evange- 
lium and evayyeA((eoOau, appropriated more peculiarly to the 
preaching of the Apostles, and therefore seldom or never 
ascribed to any others by ecclesiastical writers. A more 
general name in Scripture is that of ddacxadla, doctrine and 
teaching : whence preachers of the word are called d:d3doxadou, 
doctors and teachers, by St. Paul, (1 Cor. 12, 28 and 29.) which 
Vincentius Lirinensis®! observes to be the same as tractatores 
in after-ages. St. Paul also uses the word xjpvypa for 





58 Tract. 89. in Ioan. (t. 3. part. 2. 
p. 719 e.) Sed quomodo id fieri pos- 
sit, si adjuvante Domino per nos 
demonstrari potest; quia hxc dis- 
putatio est jam claudenda, nunc non 
potest.—Confess. 1. 5. c. 13. (t.1. p. 
118 a.) Et studiose audiebam dispu- 
tantem [Ambrosium scilicet] in po- 
pulo, non intentione qua debui, sed 
quasi explorans ejue facundiam, u- 
trum conveniret famz suze, an major 
minorve proflueret, quam preedica- 
batur; et verbis ejus suspendebar 
intentus.—Serm. so. de Divers. [al. 
Serm. 356.] (t. 5. p. 1385 b.) Plus 
enim me delectat hujus verbi esse 
lectorem, quam verbi mei disputa- 
torem.—Serm. 81. de Divers. [al. 
Serm. 223.]| (ibid. p. 967 a.) ... Qui 
episcopum vel presbyterum de bonis 
moribus disputantem magnis voci- 
bus laudant &c. 

59 Ep. 22. (al. 35.] ad Eustoch. c. 
15. (t. 1. p.117 ¢.) Post horam no- 
nam in commune concurritur, Psalmi 
resonant, Scripturse recitantur ex 
more. Et, sic pan orationibus, 
cunctisque residentibus, medius, 
quem Patrem vocant, incipit dispu- 
tare. Quo loquente, tantum silen- 
tium fit, ut nemo alium respicere, 
nemo audeat exacreare. Dicentis 


laus in fletu est audientium, &c. 

6 De Anima, c. 9. (p. 27048.) Jam 
vero prout Scripture leguntur, aut 
Psalmi canuntur, aut allocutiones 
proferuntur, aut petitiones delegan- 
tur, &c.—So frequently in Gregory 
the Great the sermon is called simply 
locutto. Vid. in Ezek. l.1. Hom. 
5.c.1. (t.1. p. 1205 d.8.) In ea lo- 
cutione, quee ad vos nudius tertius 
facta est.—Hom. 9. in init. (ibid. p. 
1249 b. 6.) Caritati vestree colloqui- 
mur, eidem omnipotenti Deo gratias 
referentes, quia post tot opaca syl- 
varum, tandem lzti ad campos exi- 
vimus, in quibus liberis gressibus 
locutionis nostre intrepidum pedem 
ponamus. ([Conf. 1.2. Hom. 2. [al. 
14.] n. 2. (ibid. p. 1321 a. 9.) In 
priori autem locutionum nostrarum 

&c.—Hoc est homiliarum seu 
omeliarum, que Greece idem sig- 
nificant, quod sermones aut locu- 
tiones Latine. Ed. Bened. ad loc.— 
Hom. to. [al. 22.] n. 22. (ibid. p. 
1430 a. 8.) Nemo autem me repre- 
hendat, si post hanc locutionem ces- 
savero, &c. Ep. |} 

61 Commonitor. 40. [al. 28.] c. 
28. (p. 345-).. .. Doctores, qui trac- 
tatores nune appellantur. 
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preaching in 1 Cor. 2, 4, and in many other places ® of his 
Epistles: and so it is sometimes used by ecclesiastical writers 
after him. But we must carefully note, that more commonly 
the words xypiccey and xijpvypa among the Greeks, as also 
predicatio and predicare among the Latins, signify a very 
different thing, viz. that part of the deacon’s office which he 
performed as the common xypvf, or preco of the Church, dic- 
tating the usual forms of prayer to the people, in which they 
were to join, and calling upon them as their guide and director 
in all other parts of divine service. This I have had occasion 
to speak more largely of in a former Book®, where we have 
particularly considered the ordinary office of deacons, and 
showed that they had no authority in ordinary cases either to 
preach or consecrate the eucharist, or baptize, but whatever 
they did of this kind was either in case of great necessity, or 
by special commission and direction. And therefore those 
ancient canons which speak of their predication™ are not to be 
understood of their preaching sermons, but of their proclaiming 
to the people such directions in performing divine offices, as 
they were concerned to give them by virtue of their office, as 
the common heralds and criers of the Church. 

2. The deacons indeed, in cases of exigence, were allowed to 
office of | read the homilies of the Fathers, as they did the lessons of 
ery Scripture, which is the reason assigned by the Council of 
in ordinary Vaison®> for permitting them so to do, ‘when the presbyter 
4 was sick or infirm: for if deacons were worthy to read what 
Christ has spoken in the Gospel, why should they be thought 
unworthy to rehearse publicly the expositions or homilies of 
the Fathers?’ But excepting such cases, we very rarely find 


Preaching 
the proper 


any permission so much as to 
For preaching anciently was 


62 See 1 Cor. 1, 21.—1 Cor. 14, 
15.—2 Tim. 4, 17.—Tit.1, 3. 

© B. 2. ch. 20. as. 10 and 11. vol. 
i. pp. 258, 260. 

Vid. oer ore (t. 1. p 
1456 d.) Meravo6a: d¢ trode wdons 
rhs lepas Aecroupyias, one rou dproy 
 srornptoy avacépey, f} 
C. Tolet. 4. c. 39. [al. 40.] (t. 5. p. 
1716 c.).... Unum igitur orarium 
oportet Levitam gestare in simistro 
humero, propter quod orat, id est, 


Knpiocew.— G 


read an homily granted them. 
one of the chief offices of a 


preedicat. 

65 Vasens. 2. (al. 3.] c. 2. (t. 4. 

p. 1680 b.) Si bo dtd aliqua in- 
firmitate prohibente, per seipsum 
non potuerit predicare, sanctorum 
Patrum homilue a diaconibus rect- 
tentur. Si enim digni sunt diaconi, 
uee [al. diacones, quod| Christus 
in Eva elio ry est, legere : 
uare indigni jus icentur, sanctorum 
atrum expositiones publice reci- 
tare ? 
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bishop: insomuch that in the African Churches a presbyter 
was never known to preach before a bishop in his cathedral 
church till St. Austin’s time, but the bishop always discharged 
this office himself, and St. Austin was the first presbyter in that 
part of the world that ever was allowed to preach in the pre- 
sence of his bishop, as has been shown out of Posidius the 
writer of his Life®, in a former book. It is true, in the Eastern 
Churches presbyters were sometimes allowed to preach in the 
great church before the bishop; but that was not to discharge 
him of the duty, for still he preached a sermon at the same 
time after them, as we shall see from the practice of Chry- 
sostom and Flavian at Antioch, and other examples hereafter. 
In the lesser churches of the city, and country about, this 
office was devolved upon presbyters, as the bishop’s proper 
assistants ; and the deacons, except in the forementioned cases, 
were not authorized to perform it. So that this office of 
preaching the Gospel was then esteemed the proper office of 
bishops and presbyters; the bishop discharging it personally 
in his cathedral church, in conjunction with his presbyters, or 
alone without them; and vicariously by his presbyters, where 
he could not be present in the lesser churches. There are a 
great many serious passages in the ancient records relating to 
this matter, as well in the imperial laws, as in the canons of the 
Church, and in the writings of the most considerable Fathers, 
partly impressing this as a necessary duty of the episcopal 
and pastoral function, and partly complaining of the neglect 
of it, and partly threatening censures and punishments to the 
offenders. 

St. Chrysostom? on those words to Timothy, [1. 3, 3.] “A 
bishop must be apt to teach,—ddaxtixdy,” says, ‘Other quali- 
fications, such as those, he must be sober, vigilant, of good 
behaviour, given to hospitality, &c., may be in subjects: but 
because a bishop ought to have those qualifications that belong 
to rulers, the Apostle therefore added, He must be apt to 


6 Cap.5. See before, b. 2. ch. ious elvat, Seuxvbs Td Tay émoxdrey 
3. & 4-V. I. p. 75. 0. 92. é£alperoy . Ardaxrixdy’ rovro 
7 Hom. to. in 1 Tim. 3. p. 1569. yap oixérs 6 xduevos dsrasresrat’ 
(t. Tf. p. 599 da.) Séoppora, KOC pO, padsora be Touro mésrov " pocreivas 
gurd£evor" ravra émeid) Kai ravdp- bei rg ravryy Thy dpxiy éyxexet- 
xouevey ¢yovow ol moddol, Sei yap Propere. 
nai avrous els ra rowdra rois dpyovow 
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teach: for this is not required of subjects; but is most espe- 
cially required of those who have the office of governing com- 
mitted to them.’ And again, on those words to Titus, [1, 9.] 
‘* Holding fast the faithful word, as he hath been taught, (or, 
which relates to teaching,—rob xara 8daxqv Adyov,) that he 
may be able by sound doctrine both to exhort and to convince 
the gainsayers,” he says ®, ‘ St. Paul converted the world, not 
so much by his miracles, as by his continual preaching: and 
therefore a bishop must be able to exhort by sound doctrine, 
that is, to preserve his flock, and overthrow its enemies. And 
unless he be such an one, all is lost. For he that knows not 
how to oppose the enemy, and captivate every thought to the 
obedience of Christ, and pull down the vain imaginations of 
men, as he knows not how to teach according to sound doc- 
trine, so he ought to be far from the teaching throne,—aéppw 
srw Opdvov didacxadixod.’ Where it is observable, that Chry- 
sostom therefore calls the bishop’s throne the throne of doc- 
trine, or teaching throne, because preaching sound doctrine 
was so necessary a part of the bishop’s office, that he could not 
be without it. 

St. Ambrose® likewise, describing the office of a bishop, 
does it chiefly by styling it the office of teaching ; complaining 
modestly of his own hard fate, ‘in being forced against his will 
to take upon him the office of the priesthood, that is, to be 
made a bishop; which obliged him to teach others before he 
had well learned himself :’ for he was made bishop of a cate- 
chumen. Sidonius Apollinaris7° makes the same description 


68 Hom. 2. in Tit. p. 1703. (ibid. 
p- 739 f.) Ovx dpgs Mavdov rpeyd- 


yonua els THY traxony Tov Xpiorov 
nal Aoyiopous xabatpeiv, 6 ovx eldds 














pevoy iy oixoupemny Amacay, Kal 
peiLoves loyvoavra xat IAdrovos, 
cal rév GAXwy andyrev; *“AXX’ and 
Tay onpeioy, dyoiv. Ovx and ray 
onpeioy pdvor’ et yap éré\dos ras 
Tipdfas ray *ArooréAwy, woAAayou 
auréy eipnoes amd trys di8acxaXias 
Kparouvra xal mpd ray onpeiov' iva 
duvards 7 xal mapaxadeiv ev TH dida- 
oxarlg rH Uytatvovcyn, rovréctt, pos 
vAaxhy rev olxeiwv, wpds dvarpomy 
Tey €xOpmv, cal rovs a»riAeyorras 
érAdyxew’ rovroy yap 4 ovros, mavra 
olyera:z. ‘O yap ovx eldds pdyerbar® 


rois €xOpois, cat alypadwrifew may 


d xp mepi opOns diddoxneyw d:dacxa- 
Aias, wéppw Eorw Opdvov didacxa- 


KOU. 

69 De Offic. 1. 1.c.1. Titulus Ca- 
pitis. (t. 2. p. 1a.) Episcopi pro- 

rium munus docere [ populum |.— 
o. I. n. 2. (ibid. p. 2 b.) Cum jam 
effugere non possimus officium do- 
send: quod nobis refugientibus im- 
posuit sacerdotii necessitudo, &c. 

70 L. 5. Ep. 3. (p. 320.)....In- 
dignissimo tantz professionis pon- 
dus impactum est, qui mieer ante 
compulsus docere, quam discere, et 
ante presumens bonum preedicare, 
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of the office of a bishop, complaining in the like modest way 
with St. Ambrose, of the weight of the profession that was laid 
upon his shoulders, when, ‘ by being made a bishop against his 
will, he was forced to teach before he had learned, and preach 
good to others, before he had done any himself: like a barren 
tree, when he had no works to show for fruit, he was forced to 
scatter words for leaves :’ meaning the necessity of preaching 
that was laid upon him by taking the office of a bishop. 

St. Cyril of Alexandria?! in like manner calls the office of a 
bishop dftopua didacxadixdy, the dignity or honour of teaching: 
and in the sixth general Council7?, where Maximus bishop of 
Antioch was degraded for his heresy, he is said ‘ to be removed 
from the throne of teaching,’ that is, from the episcopal office, 
of which preaching was a special ingredient. The rule of the 
Apostolical Canons7® is, ‘ that a bishop who neglects his clergy 
or his people, and teaches them not the rules of piety, shall be 
suspended ; and if he persists in his neglect, shall be deposed. 
For it was his office to teach the clergy as well as the people, 
and to expound the Scriptures to them.’ 

St. Jerom7‘ gives it as part of the character of Gregory Na- 
zianzen, ‘ that he was an eloquent teacher, and the master under 
whom he learned the Scriptures, as he explained them.’ Some 
would have excused themselves, by saying ‘ they would teach 
the people by their example:’ to which St. Jerom 75 replies, 
‘that a bishop’s innocent conversation, without preaching, did 
as much harm by its silence, as it did good by its example. For 


quam facere: tanquam sterilis arbor, 
cum non habeam opera pro pomis, 
spargo verba pro foliis. 

71 Ep. ad Monach. in C. Ephes. 
part.1. c. 28. (CC. t. 3. p. 423 a.) 
El 8¢ pi €Aotro ravra mpaga, dAAd- 
Tptov avréy eivas xal Eévov Tou yopov 
Tey emoxdéroy Kal rou ddacKxadtxov 


teoparos. 
72 Act. 12. (t. 6. p. 937 c.) Ovda- 
pas & Oeios xavey wapadexeras Tov 


Aoerod els Sidacxadixdy xabica Opé- 


yor, &c. 

78 C. 58. (Cotel. Ye 50.} v. I. p. 
445.) ‘Enioxoros mpeaBurepos, 
GpeXay rou KAnpou fj Tov Aaoi, kat 
ph wadevov avrovs thy eboéBeav, 
apopi{écbea’ émpévov 8¢ 17 padupia, 
xabapeicOw. 


74 De Scriptor. Eccles. c. 117. 
(t. 2. p. 929.).... Vir eloquentissi- 
mus preceptor meus, quo Scriptu- 
ras explanante didici. 

75 Ep. 83. [al. 69.] ad Ocean. 
(t.1. p. 421 b.) Innocens enim et 
absque sermone [sacerdotis] conver- 
satio, quantum exemplo prodest, 
tantum silentio nocet. Nam et la- 
tratu canum, baculoque pastoris lu- 

rum rabies eT Nop Daa Ghia. 

. 2. [al. 52.] ad Nepotian. (ibid. 
ee is Gnod Aaron et filios ejus, 

oc episcopum et presbyteros esse, 
noverimus..... Recordemur szepe, 
quod Apostolus Petrus preecipiat sa- 
cerdotibus, Pascite eum, qui tn vo- 
bis est, gregem Domini, §c.—See 
1 Pet. 5, 2. 
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the barking of the dog is as necessary as the shepherd’s staff, 
to terrify and beat off the fury of the wolves.’ 

Athanasius’6 gives a very pathetical exhortation to Dracon- 
tius, a bishop newly ordained. ‘ Now that you are made 
bishop,’ says he, ‘the people expect that you should bring 
them food from the doctrine of the Scriptures: but if, while 
they expect it, they suffer want, and you only feed yourself, 
what excuse will you have, when the Lord Jesus shall come, 
and find his sheep starving for want of food ?’ 

St. Austin, in one of his Homilies upon the Anniversary of his 
Ordination ’7, represents this part of a bishop’s office with great 
concern, as a matter in which he was deeply interested, and 
nearly affected. First, he tells his people what a burden was laid 
upon him by God in the Prophet Ezekiel, (ch. 33,) which was the 
lesson appointed for that solemnity, wherein were these words, 
so full of terror: ‘I have made thee a watchman. If I say 
to the sinner, thou shalt surely die, and thou holdest thy peace, 
and he die in his sins; he indeed dies justly, and according to 
his desert in his sins; but his blood will require at thy hands, 
&c.” Upon which he makes this reflection with regard to his 
own office: ‘I am a steward; if I lay not out my Lord's 
money, but keep it by me, the Gospel terrifies me. I might 
say, indeed, what have I to do to be troublesome unto men, to 


76 Ep. ad Dracont. t.1. p. 954. 
(t. 1. .I. p. 208 b. n.2.)... Kat 
weply Fieg. ply] yey AdBys ry Ths 
émirxomys xapiv, ovdels éyivwoné oe" 
yevopevov de Noueds; ol Xaol mpoado- 


sum; assignem quomodo accepi ; 
de aliis me reddere rationem quo 
mihi? Evangelium me terret. Nam 
ad istam securitatem otiosissimam 
nemo me vinceret. Nihil est melius, 
nihil dulcius, quam divinum scrutari, 





Kaoe héporvra oe tpodiy avrois, Tv 
éx rav Tpadav didacxarlay. “Oray 
roivuy of mpoodoxayres Atuorract, ov 
8€ cavrdv pévow rpens, xa EdOn 6 
Kupwos jpey “Incots Xpeords, tpeis 
re abrg mapacraper, rolay oyxoins 
Grooyiay, épavros abrov rd ida wpo- 
Bara X\yorrovra; 

77 Serm. 25. ex 60. t. 10. p. £73. 
[al. Serm. 339.] (t.5. p. 1309 f, g-) 
... Quia erogator sum, non exactor. 
Si non erogem, et pecuniam servem, 
terret me Evangelium. Possem enim 
dicere, quid mihi est teedio ease ho- 
minibus, dicere iniquis : a agere 
nolite, sic agite, sic agere desistite? 

uid mihi est oneri esse hominibus? 
ccepi, quomodo vivam, quomodu 
jussus sum, quomodo preceptus 


nullo strepente, thesaurum: dulce 
est, bonum est. Predicare, arguere, 
corripere, dificare, pro uno quoque 
gatagere magnum onus, magnum 
pondus, magnus labor. Quis non 
refugiat istum laborem? Sed terret 
Evangelium. Processit quidam ser- 
vus, et ait Domino suo, ‘Sciebam 
te hominem molestum, metere ubi 
non seminasti: servavi pecuniam 
tuam, nolui eam e , tolle quod 
tuum est. Si aliquid minus est, in- 
dica: si integrum est, noli mihi mo- 
lestus ease.’ Ait autem ille, ‘ Serve 
nequam, ex ore tuo te condemnabo : 
quare non dedisti pecuniam meam 
ad mensam et ego veniens cum usu- 
ris utique exegissem illam ?’ 
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say to the wicked, do not thus; do thus: desist from doing’ 
evil? What have I to do to be thus troublesome unto men? I 
have received how I ought to live myself, as I am enjoined, as 
I am commanded, I will return what I have received. What 
have I to do to give account of others? But the Gospel terri- 
fies me. There is nothing more pleasant than to seek after 
the divine treasure in quiet. This is sweet and good: but to 
preach, to reprove, to correct, to edify, to take the care of 
every other man upon myself, this is a great burden, a great 
weight, a great labour. Who would not fly from such a labour? 
But the Gospel terrifies me. There we read of a certain ser- 
vant who said to his Lord, I knew thee to be an hard man, 
reaping where thou hast not sowed, therefore I kept thy 
money ; I would not lay it out; take that which is thine. To 
whom the Lord answered, Out of thine own mouth will I con- 
demn thee, O thou wicked servant. Thou oughtest to have 
given my money to the bank, that when I came, I might have 
received my own with usury.’ 

The curious reader may find a great deal more to the same 
purpose in St. Basil’s Epistles?® and Gregory Nazianzen’s79 
complaints, and those of Cyprian®, which I care not here to 
transcribe. But nothing is more remarkable than what is said 
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78 Ep. 61. [al. 90.] ad Occident. 
(t. 3. part.1. p. as9¢. n.1.)..."Gore 
Kat wotmévas avaderxvuvas [rods] rois 
ixveot Tay matépwy aKxodovOouvras, 
nat réy Nady rou Kupiou per’ émorn- 
pyns wotpaivorras...—Ep. 185. [al. 
62.] ad Eccles. Pernas. (ibid. p. 224 
C.) Hept 8€ rav Aomway exeiva mupas- 
peiy €xouev, Ors mpoonkes wacay aro- 
Oepevous xatnpecay éavtady yever Oa, 
kal mpos Thy davaykaiay mpdvoray ris 
dxxdrnoias Scavagrnva’ ones dy 6 
dywos Oeds emipeArnOg rov idiov moip- 
viov, Kal mapdoyotto tiv srouweva 
cara 7d avrov OéAnpa, mrospaivorra 
Upas per’ émornuns.—Ep. 293. (al. 
265.] ad Eulog. (ibid. part. 2. p. 592 
d. n. 2.) Ovyi yeAGrat ro péya THs 
evoeBelas pvornpiov, as dvev Aaov 
Kal KANpov émioKdrwy Teplepxopevan, 
kat Svopa Widow wepipepdvrav, ovdey 
8¢ xaropGotvrwy eis mpoxom}y Tou 


ebayyeAlov ris elpnyns Kai owrtnpias ; 

79 Orat. 1. de Fug. (t.1. p.15 d.) 

Avriy 8¢ rhv rou Adyou Sravopdy, va 
BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


reXevraioy eira Td mMpaToy TOY Nueré- 
pov, rov Oelov Aéyw Kai tYyndov, cai 
& viv mdvres hrrocohoiar, ei pev ris 
Gos Oappei, xai raons [leg. racas] 
dtavoias Urodap Saver, Oavpateo rovroy 
Frye THS Tuvemens, iva pr Aeyw THs 
ebndeias.—Orat. 32. (ibid. p. 519 b.) 
Ol 8€ ris ddives éyyds, Coos TO per 
doeBés Hevyovct, rd de evoeBes ov 
mappnoiafovrat, etre olxovopia rivi 
xXpepevor mepi roy Adyov, etre erig 
opt rovro xaradev yovor.— Tract. de 
pisc., Latine. (t. 2. p. 304a.) Quod 
orationem attinet, pedes esto, rusti- 
coque dicendi et imperito genere 
utitor, &c. ; 

8 De Laps. p. 123. (p. 89.) Epi- 
scopi plurimi, quos et hortamento 
esse oportet ceteris et exemplo, di- 
vina procuratione contempta, procu- 
ratores rerum secularium fieri, de- 
relicta cathedra, plebe deserta, per 
alienas provincias oberrantes, nego- 
tiationis qusestuose nundinas au- 
cupari. 

H 
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by St. Chrysostom *! in his Homily upon the man, who was to 
account to God for ten thousand talents: whore he thus repre- 
sents the account, which bishops must make to God: ‘ Not 
only secular magistrates,’ says he, ‘but the rulers of the 
Church,—rév éxxrAnoiSy mpoeorGres,—must render an account 
of their government and administration; and they above all 
others shall suffer bitter and grievous punishment. For they 
who are intrusted with the ministry of the word shall be 
examined most strictly and severely in the next world, whether 
they have not through sloth or envy neglected to speak any 
thing which they ought to have spoken; and whether they 
have demonstrated by their works and labour, that they have 
delivered all things faithfully, and concealed nothing that was 
profitable unto men. Again, he that has obtained the office 
of a bishop, by how much he is exalted to greater dignity, so 
much the more ample account shall he be required to give, not 
only of his doctrine or teaching, and care of the poor, but also 
of his examination and trial of those who are ordained, with a 
thousand other things of the like nature.’ Where it is evident, 
that teaching is reckoned as necessary a part of the bishop’s 
function as ordination: and as he proves the one from those 
words of St. Paul to Timothy, (1. 5, 22.) “ Lay hands suddenly 
on no man, neither be partaker of other men’s sins;” 80 he 
proves the other from those words of the same Apostle to the 
Hebrews, (13, 17.) “ Obey them that have the rule over you, 
and submit yourselves unto them: for they watch for your 
souls, as they that must give account.” Which, as he truly 
observes, is an argument full of terror. St. Chrysostom has 
abundance more to the same purpose in those excellent Books 
of the Priesthood, which were composed on purpose to describe 
the offices and duties of a bishop, among which he reckons the 
laborious work of making continual homilies®? and set dis- 





81 Hom. r. t. 5. p.9. (t. 3. p. 7 ¢.) 
Oty of ewbev ae ioe ane 
GAA kal ol rady éexxAnoidy mpoecTa- 
res THs olxelas dpyyns ipétovar Tov 
Adyow’ Kai pddsora ovrol ciow, ol 
él mXéov Tas muxpas cat Bapelas evOu- 
vas Uréxovres’ xal yap 6 Tov Adyou 
ri dsvaxoviay éyrexeipiopevos éferac- 
Onoera pera axpiBelas éxet, ef pyre 
Sxvp, pyre POdvp mapeidé te Tov 


Sedyreoy elreiy, xal did Trav épyor 


toa, iin ea bic 
obdey expupe ray prov. Iidduw 
6 rip émtoxom)y Aaxay, dow mpds pel- 
(ova dyxoy avafeBnxe, bra mAel~ 
ova ara:rnOnoera Adyov, ote d:8a- 
cradias pévov xal mevirav mpoora- 
aias, GAXé cal yeiporomiy Soxipacias, 
ge or érépoy. 

Sacerdot. 1.5. c.1. (t.1. p. 
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courses®5 to the people. And whereas some were ready to 
plead, that a good life was the main thing required, to excuse 
their want of knowledge, and study, and preaching, and dis- 
puting, he answers, ‘that both these qualifications were re- 
quired; they must not only do, but teach the commands of 
Christ, and guide others by their word and doctrine, as well as 
their practice: each of these had their part in the episcopal 
office, and were necessary to assist one another, in order to 
consummate men’s edification.’ With much more to the same 
purpose, which I here omit, because I have more fully repre- 
sented it in another Book 8+, where I had occasion to treat of 
the general duties of the ecclesiastical function. 

What is thus pathetically pressed by private men, is more 
authoritatively enjoined by the laws of the Church and State, 
both concurring to enforce this duty. The Council of Lao- 
dicea®5 speaks of it as a customary thing, ‘for the bishop to 
make always a sermon before the catechumens were dismissed.’ 
And the Council of Valentia®* in Spain does the same, when it 
orders, ‘that catechumens, and penitents, and even heathens 
should be allowed to hear the bishop’s sermon, because they 
had experienced how that by this means many infidels had 
been brought over to the faith.’ These Councils do not so 


421 a.) Ov yap péexpis aloxtyns 7 
(nia, GAAG xa aldvios éxdéxerat xé- 
Aaors’ rd yap, eiPerGe rois rryoupe- 
vos Uudy Kal wreixere’ drt avrol 
Gypunvovew trép Trav Yuxev vor, 
as Adyor azodacortes’ ef Kal mpdre- 
pov elroy, GAN’ ov8é viv cromnropat’ 
é yap PdBos ravrns tis areins cuve- 
Xas xaraceies pou THY Wuyny. 

83 Thid. 1. 4. c. 8. (p.413 e.) Kai yap 
otros 6 reAevwraros tis didacKaXias 
Spos, Sr’ Ay nai 8: Sy mparrover, nat 
8° dy Adyouct, rods pabnrevopévous 
€vdyoot mpos Tov paxapiov Bioy, dy é 
Xptords Sterataro’ ov yap dpxei rd 
wouiy mpds Td didacxew Kal ovK 
€uas 5 Adyos, GAN’ adrod rov Zwrypos" 
“Os yap av, hyo, mownoy Kai didaky, 
otros péyas kAnOnoeras. Ei 3€ rd rrot- 
joa, dcddfat hy, weperras 70 Sevrepov 
éxerro’ xat yap Ape eimetv, bs ay 
rrounoy pdvov’ wiv 8¢ rq dtedetw ap- 
dérepa, seixwvow, Gri rd pev rad 
épyev éori, rd 8¢ rov Adyou, cal Gd- 


And@y Geira exarepa mpos redeiav 
oixodopunv.—( Ibid. 1.5. c. 1. (p. 415 
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mepi Tas Suadeters rds Kotwy mpos Toy 
Aady yivopevas avadioxdpevos. Gri- 
schov. 

8 B.6. ch. 3. 8.3. v.2. p. 231. 

85 C. 19. (t.1. p.1g00c.) Mepi 
rov dei idia mpa&rov pera ras dutrias 
ray émioxétwv, kal TY KaTnyoupLevay 
eixiy émredcio Oat. 
7 C. 1. (t.4. Bet e.) Quatenus 
salutaria precepta Domini nostri 
Jesu Christi, vel sermonem sacer- 
dotis, non solum fideles, sed etiam 
catechumeni, ac penitentes, et om- 
nes, qui ex diverso sunt, audire lici- 
tum habeant. Sic enim, pontificum 
preedicatione audita, nonnullos ad 
fidem attractos evidenter scimus. 
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much enjoin bishops to preach, as presuppose it to be their 
constant and general practice. But the Council of Trullo ® 
speaks more expressly by way of injunction, ‘ that the rulers of 
churches,—rév éxxAnowy mpoectatas,—ought every day, but 
especially on the Lord’s-day, to teach all the clergy and people 
the words of truth and godliness, gathered out of the holy 
Scriptures.’ And in the imperial laws there are several edicts 
of the secular power to the same purpose. In the Theodosian 
Code there is one jointly made by the three emperors, Gratian, 
Valentinian, and Theodosius, which bears this title, De munere 
seu officio episcoporum in predicando verbo Dei,—Of the 
duty and office of bishops in preaching the word of God. 
And the body of the edict 5* charges all those with sacrilege, 
who either confound the sanctity of the divine law by ignorance, 
or violate it by neglecting to preach it: and the same law now 
stands inserted into the Justinian Code®, under the charge of 
sacrilege, both in the title and the body of it also. In another 
law of Arcadius and Honorius® bishops are styled ‘the men 
who in their several districts are to govern the people, by in- 
stilling into them the doctrines of the Christian religion, and 
more especially the principles of subjection and obedience to 
civil magistrates, which were often violated by the tumultuous 
practices of the monks, who were under their inspection.’ And 
in another law of Theodosius® all heretics are forbidden 


87 C.19. (t.6. p. 1151 Cc.) “Ore det 
rovs Tay éxKAnoi@y mpoeoTaras ev 
wacas pev nuépas, efaipéras € rais 
Kuptaxais, mdvra roy KAnpoy kat réy 
er y ne = we evocBeias 

s, €x THs Oelas Mpadns dvar 
rida ra ths dAnbeias vornpard al 
xpluara. [Conf. C. Nicen. 2. c. 2. 
(t. 7. p. 596 e.) "AvaxpiverOa 8€ do- 
adres ind rov pyrporoXirov ef mpo- 
Oupws tyes avayworkey, x. Tr. A.— 
C. Ticinens. c. 5. (t.8. p.63 a.) Ut 
episcopi canonicas Scripturas et 
sancta dogmata jugi meditatione dis- 


cutiant, et presbyteris ac clericis suis ° 


subtilius tractando et differendo oc- 
cultos sacrarum literarum thesauros 
aperiant: populis vero juxta ipso- 
rum capacitatem Dominicis et festis 
diebus verbum predicationis impen- 
dere non ee Ep.] 

8 Cod. ‘Theod. 1.16. tit. 2. de 


Episcopis, leg. 25. (t. 6. p. 57.) Qui 
divine legis sanctitatem, aut nesci- 
endo confundunt, aut negligendo 
violant et offendunt, sacrilegium 
committunt. 

89 Cod. Justin. 1.9. tit. 29. de 
Crimine Sacrilegii, leg.1. (t. 4. p. 
2407.) Qui divine legis sanctitatem 
aut nesciendo omittunt, aut negli- 
gendo violant et offendunt, sacrile- 
gium committunt. i. 

# Cod. Theod. 1.9. tit. 40. de 
Penis, leg. 16. (t. 3. p.jro.) Ad 
sp ecoporum sane culpam, ut cetera, 
redundabit, si quid forte in ea parte 
regionis, in qua ipsi populos Christi- 
anz religionis doctring insinuatione 
moderantur, ex his que fieri hac 
lege jubemus, a monachis perpetra- 
tum esse cognoverint, nec vindica- 


verint. 
1 Ibid. 1. 16. tit. 5. de Heereticis, 
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-‘ either to teach or hear their profane doctrines in their unlaw- 
ful assemblies ; more particularly they who were called bishops 
among them should not presume to teach the faith which 
they themselves had not, nor ordain ministers, when they 
themselves were really none.’ This supposes that the offices 
of ordination and preaching were equally the duties of catholic 
bishops, and that the pretence in heretical bishops to perform 
them was mere usurpation. And upon the whole it appears, 
that as preaching was an office originally invested in bishops, 
as supreme pastors of the flock of Christ; so by all the rules 
and laws of Church and State, and all the ties of religion, they 
were obliged to perform this duty with all assiduity and dili- 
gence, as we find they generally did out of the sense of the 
great obligation that was laid upon them. And some in the 
Romish Church, where this part of the episcopal function was 
for many ages scandalously neglected, have earnestly wished 
and laboured for the restoration and revival of it. Habertus 
pleads hard for it, and says one thing % particularly remarkable 
to excite those to whom he writes, ‘ that he could aver upon 
certain experience in France, that there was more weight in 
the words of every bishop to the people, than in six hundred 
of the most eloquent and elaborate discourses of other men.’ 
But I return to the ancient Church. 

3. It being thus certain from what has been related that the The singu- 
work of preaching was ordinarily performed by bishops them- '™* practice 
selves in their own chureli, either in conjunction with their Church of 
presbyters or without them: it is very wonderfully strange, ae ap 
and even astonishing and surprising, to hear what Sozomen rate 
relates of the Church of Rome in his time, ‘ that they had no ages, noted 
sermons either by the bishop or any other ;’ which was con- ot of Bo. 
trary to the custom of all other Churches: for at Alexandria Cassiodore. 
the bishop alone preached without his presbyters from the time 
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orationibus atque elaboratis. | 
% L. 7. c. 19. (V. 2. P- 307. 18.) 
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leg. 24. (t.6. p. 141.) Nusquam pro- 
fana preecepta vel docere vel discere: 
ne antistites eorundem audeant fi- 


dem insinuare, quam non habent, 
et ministros creare, quod non sunt. 

%2 Archierat. part. 7. observ. 5. 
(p.91.) Porro id scio expertusque 
sum, plus esse momenti in unlus 
episcupi ad populum, quam in sex- 
centis aliorum quantumvis excultis 
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of Arius: and in other Churches it was done by the bishop and. 
presbyters together: but in the Church of Rome by neither 
the one nor the other. Pagi% and Quesnel® think Sozomen 
must needs be mistaken, and that, being a Greek, he took this 
report up by uncertain rumour; because Pope Leo, in whose 
time Sozomen lived, not only preached constantly to the peo- 
ple, but declared it his duty so to do, professing that he was 
afraid it should be imputed to him as a crime, if he was want- 
ing in this part of his office and ministry. But Valgsius %, on 
the other hand, is very confident that Sozomen’s relation is 
true, because Cassiodore, who was a senator and consul, and 
prefectus-pretorio at Rome, has the same out of Sozomen in 
his Historia Tripartita, without any correction; and he says 
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94 Critic. in Baron. an. et Nn. 3. 
(corrige, an. 55. n. 9. Ed. Ant- 
werp. 1705.] (t. 1. p. 44.) At quis 
nescit hoc eis plerumque contingere, 
qui compendiis scriptitandis student, 
.. .ut non minori cura errata exscri- 
bant, quam que sunt veritati con- 
sentanea.... Exemplo sit Sozomeni 
locus, quem in suam pariter Histo- 
riam transtulit Cassiodorus. Scribit 
ille, 1.7. c.19., In urbe Roma nec epi- 
scopus nec alius quisquam in ecclesia 

ulum docet. Sed cum Sozomenus 
sedente Leone historiam suam scrip- 
serit, de hujus narrationis falsitate 
dubitari non potest, &c. 

95 Dissertat. 6. de Jejun. Sabbat. 
c. 6. (ap. Oper. Leon. M., Lugdun. 
1700. t. 2. p. 289.) Hoc falsum fi- 
isse probabile est, &c.—Ibid. Dis- 
sertat. 1. de Vit. Leon. c. 8. (ibid. 
p- 137.) Immo primus omniun Ro- 
manorum pontificum istud muneris 
in se recepit, si qua Sozomenn fides, 
cum hec scribit; In eadem urbe 
(Roma) rec episcopus nec alius quis- 

m tn ecclesia populum docet. At 
Sozomeno hac in re assentiri vix ac 
ne vix quidem possumus. 

% [In Sozom. loc. supr. citat. 
(v. 2. p. 307. mn. 4.) Mirum est, 
quod huic ait Sozomenus, Rome 
nec episcopum, nec alium guem- 
quam, in ecclesia sermonem habu- 
isse ad populum. Nec eet, quod 

uis suspicetur, hic Sozomenum 
alli, Nam Cassiodorus, qui Rome 
vixerat, et Romanam ecclesiam fre- 


uentaverat, hunc morem ecclesise 
manee retulit in Historia sua Tri- 
partita. Quod procul dubio facturus 
non erat, si id falsum esse compe- 
risset. LExetant quidem sermones 
Leonis pape, quos Rome habuit 
ad populum. Verum id recentius 
est Sozomeno. Nec ante Leonem 
papam sermones ullius Romani 
syalgeate ad populum habitos pro- 
erri posse existimo. Objiciet for- 
tasse aliquis sermonem Liberii pape, 
uem habuit Rome in ecclesia B. 
etri, Gie natalis Dominici, presente 
Bononiensi episcopo, ad Marcelli- 
nam sororem Ambrosii et alias vir- 
gines, que tunc virginitatem in ec- 
clesia profitebantur. Quem tracta- 
tum Ambrosius totum descripsit in 
lib. 3. de Velandis Virginibus. Sed 
responderi potest, hunc Liberii ser- 
monem non fuisse ad populum, sed 
exhortationem duntaxat, et allocu- 
tionem ad Marcellinam virginem. 
Atqui Sozomenus hoc loco de ser- 
monibus loquitur, qui fiebant ad 
populum inter missarum eolemnia, 
quas Greeci a@psdias vocant. Certe 
verbum d:ddoxew proprie de iis ser- 
monibus dicitur. terea etsi con- 
cedamus, sermonem tunc a Liberio 
habitum esse; nihil hoc facit ad- 
versus Sozomenum. Id enim extra 
ordinem factum est a Liberio in gra- 
tiam Marcelline. Sozomenus vero 
loquitur de more recepto atque usi- 
tato in ecclesia Romana. Grischov. ] 
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further 97, ‘that no one can produce any sermons preached to 
the people by any bishop of Rome before those of Leo, which 
were not preached till after Sozomen wrote his history.’ I will 
not pretend to decide this controversy among these learned 
men; but only say, that however it was in Sozomen’s time, it 
seems to have been otherwise in the days of Justin Martyr, 
when he presented his Apology to Antoninus Pius, and the 
senate of Rome, where he lived and wrote at that time: for 
there%, describing the business of the Christian assemblies on 
the Lord’s-day, he expressly says, ‘that after the reading of 
the writings of the Apostles and Prophets, the xpoeoras, the 
bishop or president of the assembly made a sermon to exhort 
and excite the people to the imitation of the good things they 
had heard read out of them.’ Where it must reasonably be 
supposed that writing at Rome, and to the Roman senate, he 
spake at least of the usual custom and practice of the Roman 
Church. And if it was otherwise in the time of Sozomen®%, 
some alteration must have happened in the interval. Perhaps 
they might have taken up the custom of reading the homilies 
of famous writers among the lessons, or immediately after 
by the deacon, as I have shown before! they read in some 
churches the Homilies of Ephrem Syrus, and the books of Cle- 
mens Romanus, and Hermes Pastor; and in the old Lectiona- 
riums there are frequently lessons appointed out of the Ho- 
milies of St. Austin, St. Ambrose, and others, as it is now in 
the Roman Breviary; and this might supply the place of a 
sermon, till Leo brought up the ancient way of preaching in 
the Roman Church again, which was afterwards discontinued 
for five hundred years together, till Pius Quintus, like another 
Leo, revived the practice, as we are told by Surius?, one of 
their own writers. 

97 Serm. 3. [al. 33. cap. ea - 
Epiphania. é I. p. 118.) Q 
sciam, dilectissimi, quod seictatatoas 
vestram hodierne festivitatis causa 
non lateat, eamque secundum con- 
suetadinem evangelicus vobis sermd 


reseraverit; tamen, ut nostri nihil 
desit officii, loqui de eadem, quod 


mpdxAnow ll Tey KaXey Toure pu- 


best solve the oo Ep. ase 


Dominus donaverit, audebo. 
ears got 2. (p. 98 d.) Elra sav- 
‘WweoKOYTOS, Wwpoe- 
ores & dia Byes Thy vovOeciay Kal 


ch. 3. 8.14. of this Book. 
pe. , 76. notes 11, 12, 16. 

. ap. Blondel. Apol. s. 2. 
Observand ad nn. 21,18. (p.58.).. 
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Whether 4. But there is another question must be resolved with rela- 
eee aed tion to the ancient Charch, that is, whether laymen were ever 


allowed to allowed by authority to make sermons to the people? That 
para they did it in a private way as catechists in their catechetic 
Church. gchools at Alexandria, and other places, there is no question. 
For Origen read lectures in the catechetic school of Alexandria 
before he was in orders?, by the appointment of Demetrius, 
and St. Jerom‘ says, there was a long succession of famous 
men in that school, who were called ecclesiastical doctors upon 
that account. But this was a different thing from their public 
preaching in the church. Sometimes the monks, who were 
only laymen, took upon them to preach publicly in the church: 
but this was opposed and censured as an usurpation of an office 
that did not belong to them. All monks anciently, considered 
only as monks, were no more than laymen, as I have fully 
shown in another place>: and therefore as monks, they had 
no title to any part of the ecclesiastical office or function. 
Particularly St. Jerom® says, ‘ the office of a monk was not to 
teach, but to mourn.’ And/, ‘that the case of the monks and 
clergy was very different from each other: the clergy are those 
that feed the sheep, the monks are among those that are fed.’ 
And, therefore, when some monks in the eastern parts about 
Antioch, presuming on their own qualifications and knowledge, 
took upon them to preach publicly in the churches, Pope Leo 
wrote two letters to Maximus, bishop of Antioch, and Theo- 
doret9, to engage them to lay a restraint upon them, telling 


... Nunc vero pauciores e Romane 
ecclesie communicatoribus preesu- 
les, paucissimi vero presbyteri, do- 
_cendi labore defunguntur: inter ur- 
bicos pontifices vix unus ab anno 
Domini M._ aliquoties, «i Surio 
(Comment. Rer. in orbe Gest.] sin- 
~gulari testi, fides, concionatus Pius 
V. obstupescentem miraculi novi- 
tate Romam perculit. 

3 Vid. Euseb. 1. 6. c. 3. (v. 1. p. 
260. 15.) “Eros 8 fyev dxraxaidexa- 
rov, kad & row ris Karnynoews mpo- 
€oTn Mi daoxaXelou. ~ 

4 De sak oe Eccles. c. 36. (t. 2. 
-p. 861.)...Ubi a Marco evangelista 
a ecclesiastici fuere doctores, 


C. 
- & Biz. ch. 2. 6.7. v. 2. p..334. 


6 Ep. 55. ad Riparium. [juxt. Ed. 
Vallars. Pb. cont. vigils c. 16.] 
t. 2. p. 401 a.).... Monachus non 
ocentis [al]. doctoris] sed plangentis 
habet officium. 

7 Ep. 1. i 14.] ad Heliodor. 
(t.1. p. 33 d.)... Aha monachorum 
est causa, alia clericorum: clerici 
pascunt oves, ego pascor. 

8 Ep. 60. al. 62. (ap. C. Calched. 

rt. 3. c. 17. CC. t. 4. p. 882 b.) 


_Tllud quoque. . .convenit precavere, 


ut preeter eos, qui sunt Domini sa- 
cerdotes, nullus sibi jus docendi et 
preedicandi audeant vindicare, sive 
sit ille monachus, sive laicus, qui 
alicujus scientie nomine glorietur. 
p. 61. al. 63. (CC. t. 3. p. 


1348 c.).. Adjicientes et illud, quod 
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them, ‘that besides the priests of the Lord, none ought to pre- 
sume to take upon them the power of teaching or preaching, 
whether he were monk or layman, whatever knowledge he 
could pretend to.’ Yet in some cases a special commission was 
given to a layman to preach, and then he might do it by the 
authority of the bishop’s commission for that time. Thus Eu- 
sebius!° says, Origen was approved by Alexander, bishop of 
Jerusalem, and Theoctistus of Ceesarea, to preach and expound 
the Scriptures publicly in the church, when he was only a lay- 
man. And when Demetrius of Alexandria made a remonstrance 
against this, as an innovation that had never been seen or 
heard of before, that a layman should preach to the people in 
the presence of bishops; Alexander replied in a letter, and 
told him he was much mistaken, for it was an usual thing. in 
many places, where men were well qualified to edify the bre- 


thren, for bishops to entreat them to preach to the people. 


As Euelpis was requested by Neon at Laranda, and Paulinus 
by Celsus at Iconium, and Theodorus by Atticus at Synada. 
These had all special directions from their bishops to preach : 
and therefore whatever other irregularity or novelty there 
might be in the thing, it was not liable to the charge of usurp- 
ation. Hallier'!, a famous Sorbonne doctor, is of opinion that 





nobis propter improbitatem mona- 
chorum quorundam regionis vestree 
verbo mandastis per vicarios nos- 
tros, et hoc specialiter statuentes, ut 
preter Domini sacerdotes nullus 
audeat predicare, seu monachus, 
sive ille sit laicus, qui cujuslibet sci- 
entiz nomine glorietur. ; 

10 L. 6. c. 19. (v. I. p. 283. 22.) 
..« Ev Katcapeia ras dvarpiBas eroi- 
eiro’ €vOa xal dcadeyerOa, tds re 
Geias éppnvevey Tpagdas én tov xos- 
you THs éxxAngias of THO emioKoTos, 
xairat THs Tou mpeaButepiov yxetporo- 
vias older Treruynkéra, abrov néiour. 
*O nal abrd yévoer’ dy Exdndov, ad’ bv 
wept rovrov Anuntpig ypddorres, 
"Adé£avdpos 6 i ookaiee Pie. 
wos kal Oedxrioros 6 Kaoapeias, &3€ 
wos arodkoyouvra’ mpooéOnxe 8é rois 
ypdppacw, ors rovro obderore nKov- 
cOn, ov8€ viv yeyévnrat, rd, wapdy- 
Tey exurxérov, Naixovs dpideiv’ ovx 


0f2’ Gras mpodayas ovx dinOy Adyoor. 


"Orov your evpioxovra: ol émirnderor 
mpos TO @pedety rovs adeAgous, Kai 
mwapaxadovrrat rm Aa@ mpocopsdreLy, 
ind trav ayloy emoxdérev’ Somep év 
Aapdvdas Evedmis td Néwvos’ xal 
év ‘Ixovip Haviivos ind KéAgou' xai 
év Suvddors Oed8wpos bd 'Arrixov.— 
Epiphanius, Her. 64. Origen. n. 2. 
(t. 1. p. §25 c.) seems to say he was 
then a presbyter; but it must be a 
mistake. Thy Hadacrivny, rovréote 
ris “lov8alas xarotxeiy yny etdero. 
Ave Otov your els Td ‘IepoodAupa, Kai 
@s Towtros efnynris, Kal Adytos, 
mpovrpémero and rou teparelov' pact 
yap avrdy cai mpeoBurepiou Karnfia- 
dat To wply, mpi) Tov Gica. Lpo- 
Tperropevot | rpotperopevoy be, Petav. 
in marg.] ws env, avroy emi ris éx- 
cAnoias elrreiy, x. 1.2. 

11 De Hierarch. Eccles. 1.1. c. 7. 
(p. 67. summ.)...Laicis non nisi ex 
andilgentia illud attingere licere.— 
Conf. ibid. c. 8. art. 4. (p- 79-)---> 
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they might do it by permission: and he thinks this may be 
deduced from that canon of the fourth Council of Carthage '?, 
which forbids a layman to teach in the presence of the clergy, 
except they request him to do it. If this relate to public teach- 
ing in the church, it implies that they might do it by special 
indulgence and concession. 

The ancient author of the Comment upon the Epistles under 
the name of St. Ambrose 15 says, ‘ that in the beginning of 
Christianity, for the augmentation and increase of the Church, 
a general commission was granted unto all both to preach the 
Gospel and baptize, and explain the Scriptures in ecclesiastical 
assemblies. But when the Church had spread itself into all 
places, buildings were erected, and rulers and other officers 
were appointed, that no one among the clergy should presume 
to meddle with any office which he knew was not committed to 
his trust.’ And hence it was that deacons in his time did not 
preach to the people, nor the inferior clergy nor laymen bap- 
tize. What he says of the Apostles’ days must rest upon his 
authority. If he means an unlimited commission to all in gene- 
ral, without previous qualifications and examination of them, 
his opinion is certainly singular. But if he means only, that 
all who had extraordinary measures of spiritual gifts were 
allowed to exercise those gifts sometimes in preaching in public 
assemblies, without any external ordination besides the gift of 
the Spirit of prophecy, that is no more than what the best 
interpreters of those words of St. Paul, (1 Cor. 14, 31.) Ye may 
all prophesy one by one, commonly allow: that is, all who had 
the gift of prophecy, not every Christian, might use the word 
of exhortation '4 in the church.. But then as such extraordi- 





Quod si vero legantur aliqui laici 
Scripturarum sacrarum explicatio- 
nem suscepisse, rarum tillud fuit 
nec nisi ob ecclesie necessitatem 
vel utilitatem maximam indultum. 

12 C, 98. (t. 2. Pp. 1207 c.) Laicus, 
presentibus clericis, nisi ipsis ro- 
gantibus (al. jubentibus], docere 
non audeat. 

13 In Eph. 4. [vv. 11, 12.] p. 948. 
(t. 2. append. p. 241 e.) Ut ergo 
cresceret plebs et multiplicaretur, 
omnibus inter initia concessum est 
et evangelizare et baptizare, et Scrip- 


turas in ecclesia explanare. At ubi 
autem omnia loca circumplexa est 
Ecclesia, conventicula constituta 
sunt, et rectores et ceetera officia in 
ecclesiis sunt ordinata, ut nullus de 
clero (al. clericis] auderet, qui ordi- 
natus non esset, preesumere offi- 
cium, quod sciret non sibi creditum 
vel concessum. .... Hinc ergo est, 
unde nunc neque diaconi in Dig ver 
poe neque clerici vel laici 
aptizant. 

4 Vide Bezam in loc. (t. 3. p. 219.) 

Consolationem accipiant, rapaxahov- 
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nary gifts of the Spirit of prophecy were in a manner peculiar 
to the apostolical age, this could not be a rule to the following 
ages of the Church. And therefore when once these gifts 
were ceased, the Church went prudently by another rule, to 
allow none but such as were called by an ordinary commission 
to perform this office, except where some extraordinary natural 
endowments, such as were in Origen, answering in some mea- 
sure to those spiritual gifts, made it proper to grant a license 
to laymen to exercise their talents for the benefit of the 
Church. Or else when necessity imposed the duty on deacons 
to perform the office of preaching, when the bishop and pres- 
byters were by sickness or other means debarred from it. For 
the foresaid author plainly says that deacons in his time did 
not ordinarily predicare in populo, preach to the people, as 
being an office to which they had no ordinary commission. 
And the same is said by the author of the Constitutions !5, and 
many others'6, Therefore since deacons were not allowed this 
power, but only in some special cases, it is the less to be won- 
dered that after the ceasing of spiritual gifts it should gene- 
rally be denied to laymen. 

5. As to women, whatever gifts they could pretend to, they Women 
were never allowed to preach publicly in the church, either by "5 tc 
the Apostle’s rules or those of succeeding ages. The Apostle preech. 
says expressly, “‘ Let your women keep silence in the churches: 
for it is not permitted unto them to speak: but they are com- 
manded to be under obedience, as also saith the law.” (1 Cor. 

14, 34.) And, “If they will learn any thing, let them ask 
their husbands at home ; for it is a shame for women to speak 


ra. Vel, exhortationem accipiant. 


uno conventu prophetent. 
Nam 1d wapaxaXeiy tum hortari, tum 


1 5 L. 3. c. 20. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 291.) 
consolan 


eclarat.—Et Estium, (p. 
477-) Non omnes fideles: quia jam 
ixerat, c.12., Numquid omnes pro- 
hete ? Sed omnes prophetise donum 
bentes, ut sensus sit,—Quam- 
vis ex Spiritu prophetico loguamini, 
mirari tamen non debetis quod ju- 
beam priorem tacere, et foquendi 
vices altari concedere. Nam in po- 
testate vestra est eum servare ordi- 
hem, ut singulatim alius post alium, 
etiam omnes prophetetis. Certe in 
eo, quod dicit omnes, permittere vi- 
detur ut aliquando plures tribus in 


"ANAA podvoy rov pév specBurepor bi1- 
Sdoxey, dvadepew, Banrifev, evdo- 
yeiv tov Nady’ rov 8 Sidxovoy éfv- 
mnpereicOa rep émoxdr@ kal rois 
mpeoBurepoas’ touréott, Staxovety” ov 
py cat ra Aowrd Scevepyerv. 

16 Vid. ee Ep. ad Rustic. (CC. 
t. 5. p. 554 d.) Adjecistis etiam ex- 
secranda superbia, que nec legun- 
tur, nec sine sui pontificis jussione 
aliquando ordinis vestri homines 
preesumpserunt, auctoritatem vobis 
preedicationis contra omnem con- 
suetudinem vel canones vindicare. 
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in the church.” (ibid. 35.) And again, “ Let the woman also 
learn in silence with all subjection. But I suffer not a woman 
to teach, nor to usurp authority over the man, but to be in 
silence.” (1 Tim. 2, 11.) And this rule was always strictly ob- 
served in the ancient Church. The same Council of Carthage 
which allows laymen to teach by permission, expressly forbids }7 
women to do it in any case: ‘ Let not a woman, however 
learned or holy, presume to teach men in a public assembly.’ 
But they might teach women in private, as private catechists 
to prepare catechumens for baptism. For the same Council of 
Carthage requires this as one qualification in deaconeases 18, 
when they were ordained, ‘that they should be so well in- 
structed and expert in their office, as to be able to teach the 
ignorant and rustic women how to make their responses to the 
interrogatories which the minister should put to them in bap- 
tism, and how to order their conversation afterward.’ And the 
author of the Short Notes upon St. Paul’s Epistles, under the 
name of St. Jerom’9, says, ‘that deaconesses were thus em- 
ployed in all the Eastern Churches, both to minister to their 
own sex in baptism and in the ministry of the word, to teach 
women privately, but not in public.’ 

This matter was carried much further in many heretical 
assemblies: for they ordained women priests, which the author 
of the Constitutions 2° calls an heathenish practice: for the 
Christian law allowed of no such custom. Tertullian?! says 
they allowed women to teach and dispute in their assemblies, 
and to exorcize demoniacs, and administer baptism : all which 





17 C. gg. (t. 2. p. 1207 d.) Mulier, 
quamvis docta et sancta, viros in 
conventu docere non presumat. 

18 C.12. (ibid. p. 1201 a.) Viduse 
vel sanctimoniales, que ad ministe- 
rium baptizandarum mulierum eli- 
guntur, tam instructe sint ad offi- 
cium, ut possint apto et sano ser- 
mone docere imperitas et rusticas 
mulieres, tempore quo baptizandse 
sunt, qualiter baptizatori inte tee 
respondeant, et qualiter, accepto bap- 
tismate, vivant. 

19 In Rom. 16, 1. (t.11. p. 898 e.) 
Sicut etiam nunc in orientalibus 
diaconissee {mulieres] in suo sexu 


ministrare videntur in baptismo, sive 
ministerio verbi, quia privatim do- 
cuisse foeminas invenimus, &c. 

” L. 3. c. 9. (Cotel. ibid. p. 282.) 
Ei 8€ dy trois mpodaBotor diddoxew 
avrais ovx érerpéyapey, was lepared- 
Gat Tavrats Tapa guvow ris cvyya- 
poe; rovro yap tis tay ‘EXAnvor 
rd dyvinua, Ondrelas Oeais lepeias 
Xetporovely, GAX' ov THs Xptorod dia- 

EDS. 

1 De Preescript. c. 41. (p. 217 ¢.) 
Ips mulieres hereticee, quam pro- 
caces! quee audeant docere, conten- 
dere, exorcismos agere, curationes 
repromittere, forsitan et tinguere. 
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was expressly, he says?, against the rule of the Apostle, 
(1 Cor. 14, 35,) which is so far from allowing them to teach, 
that it does not allow them to ask questions or dispute publicly 
in the church. And whereas some pretended the authority of 
St. Paul for this, from a book called The Acts of Paul and 
Thecla, he says that was a spurious book, and the author of it 
was convict and confessed the forgery, and was censured for it 
by the Church. The Montanists were a noted sect for giving 
this liberty to women, under pretence of inspiration by the 
Spirit: so that they had not only their prophetesses, such as 
Prisca and Maximilla, the first followers of Montanus, but also 
their women-bishops and women-presbyters, as Quintilla and 
Priscilla, who, as Epiphanius 24 and St. Austin 24 inform us, 
were dignified among the Pepuzians, a sub-division of the Mon- 
tanists, with the highest offices of the priesthood. Epiphanius2> 
brings the same charge against the Collyridians, so called from 
their offering collyria 2, or cakes, in sacrifice to the Virgin 


22 De Bapt. c. 17. (p. 231 a.) Pe- 
tulantia autem mulieris, que usur- 
pavit docere, utique non etiam tin- 
guendi jus sibi pariet: nisi si que 
nova bestia evenerit similis pristine : 
ut quemadmodum illa baptismum 
auferebat, ita aliqua per se eum con- 
ferat. Quod si guz Paulo perperam 
ascripta sunt, ad licentiam mulie- 
rum docendi tinguendique defen- 
dunt; sciant, in Asia presbyterum, 

ul eam scripturam construxit, quasi 
titulo Pauli de suo cumulans, con- 
victum atque confessum id se amore 
Pauli fecisse, loco decessisse. Quam 
enim fidei proximum videretur, ut 
is docendi et tinguendi daret foeminze 
potestatem, qui ne discere quidem 
constanter mulieri permisit? Tace- 
ant, inquit, ef domt maritos suos 
consulant.—De Virgin. Veland. c. 9. 
(p. 178 a.) Non permittitur mulieri 
in ecclesia loqui, sed nec docere, nec 
tinguere, nec offerre, nec ullius vi- 
rilis muneris, nedum_ sacerdotalis 
officii, sortem sibi vindicare. 

23 Her. 49. Pepuzian. n. 2. (t. 1. 
p- 418 c.) ’Exioxomol re map’ avrois 

ixes, nai mpeaBurepor ixes, 
ia. ra @da. iil 

4 De Her. c. 27. Pepuzian. (t. 8. 

p. 10 d.).... Tantum dantes mulie- 


ribus principatum, ut sacerdotio 
quoque apud eos honorentur. 

25 Her. 78. Antidicomar. n. 23. 
(t. 1. pp. ros4 d. 1085 a.) ‘Os eis 
Gvopa THs decmapOévou KoAAvpida ria 
émtredeiv, kal cuvayer Oat én rd a’rd, 
xa els dvopa ris ayias MapGevov irép 
ro perpoy ti mweiparba abepirp Kai 
Pracdnup emtyxetpeiv mpiypart, xa 
cis dvopa airijs iepoupyeiv 01d yuvat- 
Kay Grep rd way dorw aceBes, Kai 
aOéuseroy, 7ANotwpevoy dd Tov KN- 
puypatos tov ‘Ayiov Lvevparos.— 
Conf. Her. Collyrid. nn. 2, 3. (p. 
1039 d.) Kai ovdapov yur) leparev- 
oev’ eXevoopat 8é nat els ri» Kas 
Acabnxny’ «i leparevery yuvaixes Oe@ 
mpooeragcovro fh Kavovixdy Tt épyd- 
(erOa év éxxdrnoig, er paddoy av- 
tiv ty Mapiay lepareiay émiredéoat 
év Kawy Aiabnxy. 

26 { r rather from xoAAupis, as 
used by Epiphanius, where cited in 
the preceding note, which is the di- 
minutive of xoAAupa, a cake or roll 
of bread. Koddvpiov, or KoAAovpioy, 
as in Hippocrates and other early 
writers, is properly a peculiar kind 
of eye-salve, so called from being 
made up in little cakes of the same 
sort of form as xoAAUpa. See the 
Lexicons. See also before, b. 2. 


110 Of preaching XIV. iv. 


Mary, against whom he disputes at large, not only for their 
idolatry in offering sacrifice to her, but also for their presump- 
tion in putting women into the priest’s office; which was a 
thing never done among the people of God from the beginning 
of the world; and if it had been allowed to any, would doubt- 
less have been granted to the Virgin Mary. Firmilian, in his 
Letter to Cyprian®®, mentions another such woman among the 
Cataphrygians, who pretended by the Spirit of prophecy to 
preach, and pray, and baptize, and offer the eucharist in their 
public assemblies. So that this was a common practice among 
the heretics, but always refuted and opposed by the Church of 
God, which always kept strictly to the Apostle’s rule, not to 
suffer a woman to teach publicly in the church, whatever sanc- 
tity or learning she could pretend to, but to reserve this office 
to men, for whom it was originally appointed. 

Two or 6. Having thus examined what persons were allowed to 

ae some- execute this office, we are next to inquire after what manner it 

ing in was performed. And here we may observe, that they had 

© same ° . 

assembly. Sometimes two or three sermons preached in the same assembly, 
first by the presbyters, and then by the bishop, who usually, 
when present, closed up this part of the service with his pater- 


nal exhortation. The Author of the Constitutions 2’ gives this 


ch. 22. 8. 7., the latter part of n. 49. 
—Comp.Jerem. 7,18. ...The women 
knead their dough to make cakes to 
the Queen of Heaven, &c. 0°32, 
there used, is from 332, @ small cake 
or wafer offered to the gods. Collate 
' Gesenius with Buxtorf, who renders 
the word tba, popana, placenta effi- 
giate, effigiem idoli habentes impres- 
sam, quod colebatur et cut offereba- 
tur, &c. The word is not noticed 
in Leigh’s Critica Sacra. The Col- 
lyridians probably either continued 
or had revived this ancient idolatry, 
substituting another object of wor- 
ship for Astarte. Queen of Heaven, 
by the way, is among the titles 
ascribed to the Holy Virgin in the 
Mariolatry of the Jesuits. Ep. ] 
26 Ep. 75. ad Cypr. p. 223. (p. 
923+). ... Emersit istic subito que- 
am mulier, que in extasi consti- 
tuta sy ae se preeferret, et, quasi 
Sancto Spintu plena, sic ageret.... 


Atque illa mulier, que prius per 
preestigias et fallacias deemonis, mul- 
ta ad deceptionem fidelium molie- 
batur, inter cetera, quibus plurimos 
deceperat, etiam hoc frequenter ausa 
est, ut et invocatione non contemti- 
bili sanctificare se panem et eucha- 
ristiam facere simularet, et sacrifi- 
cium Domino, non sine sacramento 
solite predicationis, offerret ; bapti- 
zaret quoque multos usitata et legi- 
tima verba interrogationis usurpans, 
ut nil discrepare ab ecclesiastica re- 
gula videretur. 

27 L. 2. c. 57. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 
263.) “Oray dvaywwordpevov 7 Td 
EiayyéXoy, wdvres ol mpeaBurepor 
cal of Scdxovoe cai was 6 Aads aty- 
Kerwoay pera moANns Novxias’.... 
kal, ffs mapaxadeirwoay ol apecBu- 
repur Tov Aady, 6 xabels avrdy, dAAa 
py dsravres’ ral reXevraios mavrov 6 
éricxomos, Ss Eotxe kuBepynrp. 
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rule about it: ‘When the Gospel is read, let the presbyters 
one by one, but not all, speak the word of exhortation to the 
people, and last of all the bishop, who is the governor or’ pilot 
of the ship.’ And that thus it was in the Eastern Churches, 
whose customs that author chiefly represents, appears evidently 
from St. Chrysostom’s sermons, which he preached when he 
was presbyter at Antioch. For in these 28 he plainly speaks 
of Flavian, the bishop, as designing to preach after him, whom 
he usually complimented in some such form as this: ‘ It is now 
time for me to keep silence, that our master may have time 
to speak.’ And again 29, ‘Let us remember these things and 
now attend to the more perfect admonition of our good master.’ 
It would be as endless as it is needless, to relate all the pas- 
sages that oecur in Chrysostom or other writers, such as 
St. Basil 31, Gregory Nyssen®2, ‘Theodoret 33, St. Austin3+, and 


and its usages. 


28 Hom. 3. de Verb. Esai. t. 3. 
p- 823. (t.6. p. 111 b.) TevéoOa ovy 
Hpiy Kaipds Tov otynoa, wa yevnrat 
xaipds t@ ddacxdA@ Tov AaAjoa. 

49 Hom. 3. ibid. p. 864. (ibid. p. 
120 a.) Tavra gdvAdooorres dva- 

wpnowpev olxade’ paddov 8€ raira 
7 ee deLdueFa Kal riv te- 
Aeswréepay rov xadov didacxddov tra- 
paiveoww’ Ta pév yap juérepa, ota dy 
ety, Exee rd ris vedrntos Seiypara’ Ta 
de eb av D> TAclou*® Kexdo- 
para 7 ppovipart. 

30 Hom. gt. de Philogon. t. 1. p. 
399. (t. 1. p.497 Db.) "AAX’ spas ép’ 
érépay dvayxaiay trdbeow 46 Adyos 
np éneiyerar’ dia roiTo TH Kows 
warpl, xai (nAwry Tov paxapiov P:- 
Aoyoviov, ravra xatadumdvres elieiv, 
dre munanigelad alg oat ra ap- 

ata wavra, mpds érépay Snpryopias 
S330 Badiotueba..-Hom. 48. de Ro: 
man. t. 1. p.621. (de S. Roman. 
Orat. 11.] (t. 2. p. 622 a.) "ESov- 
Aduny dxpt rédous eyxopetoat 17 TOU 
paptrupos trobece’ addr’ 6 ris oup- 
pertpias éméotn xatpds, xai pot otw- 
mGy eyxedeverar ipiv te yap mpds 
awdeXciay ixava ra pnOevra, xai avay- 
cata Tov marpos ra didaypata mpds 


troy ray pybévrov arapriopdy. — 
Hom. 53. de Peenitent. t.1. p. 662. 
(ibid. p. 316 c.) [juxt. Ed. Savil. 
Iepi Nyoreias. t. 6. p. 829. 39-J.. ; 
Tavra apxet mpos didpOacrw’ €p 
dvadykn xataravoa Toy Adyor’ Kai 
yap ths rod matpds horns embupe 
dxovoa.—Conf. Hom. 59. de Ba- 
byl. p. he (ibid. p. 531.}—Hom. 

I. de atal. Christ. t. 5. p. 476. 
Cbid. p. 354-) Hom. in Ps. 48. p. 
813. (t. 5. p. 203.) Hom. 36. in 
1 Cor. p. 652. (t. 10. p. 332.) 

31 Hom. 18. in Barlaam. t. 1. p. 
443. (t. 2. part. 1. p. 197 b.) "AAAa 
ri macdtxols €Aarra tov dpioréa Wed- 
Aicpact ; Tats peyadompereorepats 
trav els abrov Upvyov mapaywpnowpey 

A@rras’ tras peyadohwvorepas ray 

8arxdroyv én’ air@ radkécopey odd- 
myyas. "Avdornré pot viv, & A\aumpol 
Trav dbAnrixav xaropbwparov (aypd- 
ho, rv Tou orpanryov KodoBwGeicav 
elxdva rais iperepats peyaduvare réy- 
yas, kK. T. A. 

82 In suam Ordinat. (t. 2. p. 40 
d.) Ov« ody pyxvvoper tyiv, adeddol, 
TO mpooimov, évarxo\oupeve THE 
Oavpart ray mpodaBdvrwv’ fon Kexo- 
peopévar €ore, fon erdourncarte’ 6 Be 


* [Montfaucon reads woAig for wAelow, which he defends thus: (ad calc. p. 


120.) Sic duo codices MSS. et sic legit Erasmus. 


Unus miele xexdounrai. 


Editi wAclov: xexdcynrat. TloAi~ legendum; nam hic comparat juventutem suam 
Chrysostomus cum cana senectute Flaviani episcopi. Ep.} 
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St. Jerom 55, who particularly reflects upon the contrary prac- 
tice in some Churches, meaning Egypt and Africa, where the 
bishops allowed none to preach but themselves; which he 
thought was an indecent contempt of their presbyters, as if 
they either envied or disdained to hear them; when yet the 
apostolical rule was, ‘‘ If any thing be revealed to another that 
sitteth by, let the first hold his peace: for ye may all pro- 
phesy, one by one, that all may learn, and all may be com- 
forted,” (1 Cor. 14, 30, 31.) When two or more bishops 
happened to be present in the same assembly, it was usual for 
several of them to preach one after another, reserving the last 
place for the most honourable person; as St. Jerom °* tells us, 
that Epiphanius and John, bishop of Jerusalem, preached 
together in the Church of Jerusalem: and nothing was more 
common than this practice at Constantinople, where a multitude 
of bishops were often present to attend the court, or advise with 





Sermons 
every day 


the patriarch about the affairs of the Church. 
7. In some places they had sermons every day, especially in 


képos amd yAvkagpdray éoriv’ rov- 
rots yap tpas 6 mpodaBay Adyos ére- 
@nvaro. 

53 In 1 Cor. 14. p. 31. (t. 3. part. 
I, p. 262.) Adrn péxpt Tov wapéyros 
9 tafis év rais éxxAnolas pepévnke, 
nal ray Sidacxdrov of pey évy ravry 
Thi waviyuper, of 8é dv érépg, To Aa@ 
8cadeyorras. 

34 Serm. in Ps. 94. (t. 4. p. 1022 
c.) Ego vellem, fratres, ut patrem 
nostrum potius audiremus: sed et 
hoc bonum est, ut patri obediamus. 
—In Ps. gg. (ibid. p. 1031 e.) Do- 
minus et frater meus Severus adhuc 
differt lsetitiam nostram de sermone, 

uem nobis debet.—In Ps. 131. 
(ibid. 1471 e.) Justum quidem erat, 
carissimi, ut fratrem potius audire- 
mus collegam meum, presentem 
omnibus nobis. Et modo non ne- 
gavit, sed distulit. Et ideo hoc 
indico caritati vestre, ut prior ob- 
temperarem jubenti. Extorsit enim 
mihi, ut esset modo auditor meus, 
eo sane pacto, ut et ego sim ipsius. 

3 Ep. 2. [al. 52] ad Nepotan. 
(t. 1. p. 260 e.) Pessime consuetu- 
dinis est in quibusdam ecclesiis, 
tacere presbyteros, et preesentibus 


episcopis non loqui quasi aut invi- 
deant, aut non dignentur audire, 


&c. 

36 Ep. 61. ad Pammach. c. 4. [al. 
Lib. cont. Ioan. Hierosol. c. r1.} 
(t. 2. p.418 a.) Recordare, queso, 
illius diei, quando ad horam septi- 
mam invitatus populus spe sola, 
quasi postea auditurus Epiphanium 
esset, detinebatur, quid tunc con- 
cionatus sis, nempe contra Anthro- 
pomorphitas, qui simplicitate rus- 
tica Deum habere membra, que in 
divinis libris scripta sunt, arbi- 
trantur, furens et indignans loque- 
baris: oculos et manus et totius 
corporis truncum in senem diri- 
gebas, volens illum suspectum fa- 
cere stultissimz hzreseos. Poat- 
quam lassus ore arido, resupinaque 
cervice, ac trementibus labiis, con- 
ticuisti; et tandem totius populi 
vota completa sunt; quid tibi fecit 
delirus et fatuus senex? surrexit, ut 
se indicaret pauca dicturum esse, 
salutataque et voce et manu ecclesia, 
‘ Cuncta,’ inquit, ‘que locutus est 
collegio frater, state filius, contra 
Anthropomorphitarum heresin bene 
et fideliter locutus est,’ &c. 
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and its usages. 
Lent, and the festival days of Easter. St. Chrysostom’ s Ho- in some 
milies upon Genesis were preached in a running course of two a 
Lents one day after another, as any one may perceive that 
peruses them. His famous Homilies De Statuis were preached 

in Lent after the same manner. And it were easy to note 

some scores of passages in his other sermons 97, especially in 

his first °8, third99, and fifth 4° volumes, which make mention 

of their being preached successively one day after another. 

St. Jerom ‘1 observes the same practice among the monks of 

Egypt, where it was customary every day, after the singing of 

the Psalms, and reading of the Scriptures, and repeating of 

their prayers, for the Father, that was the title of the pres- 

byter that presided over them, to make them a sermon to 

elevate their minds to the contemplation of the glory of the 

next world, which made every one of them, with a gentle sigh 

and eyes lift up to heaven, to say within himself; “O that 

I had wings like a dove, for then would I flee away and be at 

rest!” [Ps. 55, 6.} Pamphilus, in his Apology for Origen *2, 

relates the same thing of him, that he was used to make ser- 


owmovdy évBecxvupevous t uyas els Epyoy 


dyayeiy Trad mpdnyv ip namie 
x.t. A—Hom. 4. (B. ibid. p. 120 


S. ibid. p. 144. 23.) Adus poy Suiy 


87 [The Author’s citations are 
here also according to the Editio 
Ducseana. See before, b. 13. ch. 6. 
g. I. Vv. n. 2., with re- 


. 440. 
ference to the Paris Edition, 1609 
and that of Commelin 1617. — 
the reason assigned in the last 
of my additional note on that p 
I have a preserved the double 
verifications, distinguished as hefore 
by B. and S. Ep.] 

88 T. 1.—Hom. 2s. (B. t. 2. B 
oe S. . 6. p. 519.)}—Hom. 33. ( 
t. . sor. S. ibid. me: ei 


Hak 4s . (B. t. 2. BR 478. 8 
B faq )—Hom. 4t. { id. PB ee 
ayer en 46. ( 

524. S. ibi $29 ibid. p. 3p > 
(B: ibid. p. 628. id. p p: 687.) 
ra “i. (B. ibaa. p- 704. S. ibid. 

26.) 
P99 T. 3. Expos. in Ps. 44. (B. t. 

6 Fon go. (B. int 63} Hom: 2. 
4 Ps. g°.,( B. iat. Spur. ibid. p 
583 b. S. ibid. p. 702. 9.) Ta Ael- 
Yara THs xGeowns Tparweé ns asrodov- 
pas Upiy BovAopat onpepov.— Hom. 1. 
de Verb. Esai. (B. t. 6. p. 95 b. 8. 
t. 5. p. 127. 23.) TloAAnw dpe rH 

BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


Thpepov ro Géarpov yéyove, Kai pu- 
Sposd avAdoyos. Ti more dpa a) airtov; 
Trav x8és omepparav kaprros, 6 onpe- 
por Sepropds® xdes épurevoaper, xal 
onpepoy tpvyapev.—Hom. 5. init. 
(B. ibid. p. 131 ¢. S. ee p. 151. 


20.) Dépe, rnpepoy, kK. T. 
bt cee 2. de ies (B. 
t.1. p. 4. S. t. 5. ps 234. 31.).. 
“Ore Tov epi tov Aa{dpov mpd 
sie Adyoy x. r. A.—Hom. 30. “4 
1 pT 762. 8.t. 5. eee -)—Hom. 
34, (8. ¢ - 2: P30. ibid. Ps 563.) 
om. 48. (B. ibid. * 812. S. t. 8. 
R p7.)—Hom. 56. ( cook 
p- 385 }—Hom. Ss, (B. 
p. 667. S. t. g. p. 618.—Hom. on 
(B. ibid. p. 246. S. t. 6. p. 680.) 
4l Ep. 22. ad Eustoch. c. 15. See 
Serta 13. ch. 5. 8. 7. V.4. p. 408. 


n 

B Int. Oper. Origen. t. 1. p. 756. 
(ap. Galland. t. 5. p. g. c. oe 
Tractatus, quos pene quotidie habe- 
bat in ecclesia, &c. 


I 


Sermons 
twice a day 


in many 
places. 
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mons extempore almost every day to the people: and a man 
cannot look into St. Austin’s Homilies, but he will find refer- 
ences made almost every where“? to the sermon made hert, 
and hesterno die, the day before, which either denotes some 
day in the weekly course, or at least some festival of a martyr. 
For the festivals of the martyrs were always kept with great 
solemnity, and they never omitted to make a panegyrical 
homily upon those days, to excite the people to imitate the 
virtue of the martyrs. As appears from St. Austin’s Sermons 
De Sanctig and m abundance throughout St. Chrysostom’s 
works ‘¢ upon such occasions, [both according to Sir Henry 
Savil’s edition, and that of the Benedictines.} In France also 
Ceesarius, the famous bishop of Arles, preached almost every 
day. For he is said, by the writer of his Life +5, to have made 
Homilies to the people frequently both at morning and even- 
ing prayer, that none of them might have the excuse of 
ignorance to plead in their behalf. And the Council of Trullo 
has a canon ‘6 to promote this practice. 

8. And this leads us to another observation proper to be 
made in this matter, which is, that in many places they had 


4 In Ps. 58. Serm. 2. (t. 4 I. p. 492. S. t. 5. p. 505.)-—Serm. 


869. e.) Hesternus sermo protractus cgi a. (B. t. 2. “BS 578. 8. ibed. 
itorem me in hodiernum reli- pe 533) —D . (B. ibid. Bs 85. 

sree calin die ules entlvis cites p.gga/4. toad. p. 4g) De Neate 
o enim die multa audivi 2. S. ibi man. 

veatra, nec hodie tamen huic festi- (B fia. 13 6rt. FS Sid. p. 488.)}—De 

wel a eae) wat Mp ELE eB 

— . ibi 
tem.—In Ps. 68. Serm. 2. (p. 700 f.) at p. 621.)}—De Lucian. (B. eid. 
Posterior pars pealmi, de quo hes- p. 524.S. ibid. p. 529.)—De Bernic. 


terno die locuti sumus caritati 
vestre, hodie nobis explicanda re- 
manserat.— In Ps. 7o. Serm. 2. 
(p. 733 ¢c-) Commendavimus hesterno 
le titulum ejus, &c.—In Ps. go. 
7 2. (p.970d.).... Qui hester- 
o die sermoni 8, psalmum, 
quem coeperamus exponere, ne ad 


(B ibid. p.634. FS ‘bid. p- 473-)-—De 
Eustath. (B. ibid. p. 603. S. ibid. p. 
628.), &c.—See aleo what has been 
observed before of their preaching on 
Saturdays, and the stationary days, 
in the former book, ch. 9. ss. 2 and 
3: t. é PP- 525» 527- 

Cyprian 5 us Gallus, s. Tolonensis, 
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terminum perveniret, angustia tem- 
poris impedivit... Hoc, qui heri af- 
fuistis, recordamini : qui non affu- 
nee agnoscite.—In Ps. 101. Serm. 
2. (p. 1101 g.) Hesterno die audivi- 
mus cujusdam pauperis gemitum 
in oratione, &c.—Et passim in 
metus de Tempore et de Sanctis. 
44 T. 1. Serm. de Philogon. (B. t. 


Vit. Ceesarii, c. 4. ap. Mabillon. de 
Cars. Gallican. c. 2. 8. 30- (p. 404.) 
Frequenter etiam ad matutmos et 
lucernarium propter advenientes re- 
citabat homilias, ut nullus esset qui 
se = h dialer es excusaret. 

5 19. See before, s. 2. p. 100. 
n. 07. 
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sermons twice a day for the better edification of the people. 
Mr. Thorndike and Hamon L’Estrange, make a little question 


of this as to the extent of the practice. 


The former ‘7 says, 


‘there are examples of preaching as well evening as morning 
in the ancient Church, but only at particular times, and on 
particular occasions, and therefore he is not satisfied of any 


rule or custom of the Church.’ 


The other 48 says, ‘ the custom 


only prevailed at Caesarea in Cappadocia, where St. Basil 
lived, and at Cyprus.’ St. Basil preached some of his Homilies 


upon the Hexraemeron‘? at evening prayer. 


But he [L’E- 


strange] thinks Socrates °° confines the custom to those places, 


47 Thorndike, of Religious As- 
semblies, ch. 10. 8. 94. p. 405. (Re- 
print, p. 376.) There are examples 
of preaching, &c. 

L’Estrange, of Divine Offices, 
ch. 4. p. 98. (Reprint, p. 140.)... 
{Mr. Thorndike demands to see, 
what place these afternoon sermons 
had in the public service of the 
ancient Church? If by Church he 
intendeth the catholic and universal 
Church, or the greatest and most 
considerable parcels of it, that place 
I conceive cannot be found, nor is 
there any mention thereof any where, 
Ceesarea of Cappadocia and Cyprus 
only excepted. Of these Socrates 
(Hist. 1.9. (? 6.] c. 21.) saith: Ce- 
saree Cappadocia, et in Cypro, die 
Sabbatis et Dominica semper sub 
vesperam , accensis lucernis, presby- 
ters et episcopt Scripturas interpre- 
tantur....And this, I take, is the 
reason why St. Basil, who was bi- 
shop of that Ceesarea, preached so 
many homilies, (evidently the se- 
cond, seventh, and ninth of his hex- 
aemeron,) at the evening.—See the 
next note. Ep. ]} 

49 In Hexaemer. Hom. 2. (t. I. 
part. 1. p. 16 a. Dp. 1.) Muexpois 
cabey evdcarpivarres pnyagt Trooov- 
roy awoxexpuupevoy rd Babos tis 
Savoias evpopev, Sore trav epens 


> 


wayrehoes ad (eee Si 4. (ibid. 
Cc; 


p. 97 d. n. c.) Pévorro 8¢ bpiy cal éy 
TH peradinpe: ris rpobis émirpané{ia 


Osrrynpara, goa re fwbey piv cai 
éoa xara Thy éomépay ennrOev b Adyos. 
—Hom.9. (ibid. p. 112. n.1.) és 
opty 7 wb trav Adywr rTpare(a 


Karedayn ; 

OTe c. 21. [This citation is 
incorrect as well as the reference to 
Socrates by Hamon L'Estrange, 
(see n. 48, preceding.) There is no 
ninth Book of Socrates, and ch. 21. 
of the sizth has nothing whatever to 
the purpose. The passage occurs 
in the fifth Book, ch. 2. (Ed. Can- 
tabr. 1720. t. 2. p. 297. 15.) ‘Opolws 
cai ¢v Kacapeia THs Kammadoxias kal 
év Kump, év nuepg SaBB8arov xal 
Kuptaxns aet wept domepay pera rhs 
Avyvawias of mpecBurepa Kal émi- 
oKorot Tas ag éfeppnvevovat. 
The title of the chapter (p. 291.) is, 
Judicium hujus Historie scriptoris 
de discrepantia, que Fhe scot in 
locis cernitur, tam in Festo Paschak 
aes in Baptismo, et Jejuntis, et 

ollectis, alstsque Ecclesiasticis Rs- 
tibus. The chapter is one of great 
value by reason of its unequivocal 
testimony to the diversity of prac- 
tice in different orthodox Churches 
of the Historian’s era, 439; and it is 
rather remarkable that my ancestor 
should have committed the same 
mistake as Hamon L’Estrange had 
done before him, especially con- 
sidering that he cites other parts of 
this chapter no less than twenty 
times in various places of his work, 
and the very e in question, 
word for word, in his second book, 
ch. 3. s. 4. (see v. I. p. 76. n. 95.) 
where he speaks of preaching as one 
of the episcopal offices. His first 
volume, however, containing that 
book was published in 1710; his 
fifth, containing the fourteenth book, 
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because he speaks of it ‘as a peculiar usage of those places to 
have sermons made by bishops and presbyters on Saturdays 
and Sundays at candle-light in the evening.’ Bishop Wetten- 
hal 5! was of a different judgment: he thinks that in cities and 
greater churches it was usual ‘for the pastors to preach on 
Sundays both morning and afternoon.’ And he supports his 
opinion from several testimonies of Chrysostom, who entitles 
one of his Homilies 52, ‘An exhortation to those who were 
ashamed to come to sermon after dinner.’ And in another *, 
he inveighs against them, who condemned his usage of preach- 
ing after dinner, as a new and strange custom, telling them, 
‘he had much more reason to condemn that wicked custom 
then prevailing among some, to rise from table to sleep.’ In 
another place *4 he defends his practice from our Saviour’s long 
sermon to his disciples after his last supper, and in another 
Homily, preached to the people of Antioch, he*> highly com- 
mends them ‘for coming to church in the afternoon in a full 
audience.’ All these are cited by Wettenhal, to which may be 
added what he says in his Homily of Satan’s Temptations °°, 
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ci consequently the passage before 
, not till nine years aft 
Had his valuable life been spared for 
the publication of the new edition 
which he contemplated, without 
doubt this error would have been 
detected and removed. sed 
51 Duty of Preaching, ch. 3. 

379.) Upon the whole then it is 
evident that it was the practice of 


the Primitive Church to spend the 
Lord’s-day wholely, as far as was 
consistent with necessities and ho- 
nest conveniences, in holy exercises; 
and particularly that at least in cities 
and greater churches, it was usual 
that the pastors thereof preached on 
that day, forenoon and afternoon. 

52 Hom. ro. in Gen. (t. 4. p. 71 
d.) Iporpom} mpos rovs épvlpiavras 
pera Thy éoriagw wap ey TH Cure 
age: card viv éone y, kT. Xr. 

53 Hom. 1. de lar. (t. 1. p. 719 
c.) Oia, dre oAXo) Katayrdoovrat 
tév eyonevev, as Kawny ria Kal 
mapddotov ouviGeay eloaydvrev 1H 
Big GAX’ €y® perfdves Tis trovnpas 
Kara bropat oun Geias, mms voy ka- 
Texovans peas’ ors yap pera tpodhyy 


Kpous ral moNovs dnrocer $ Xpe- 
oros Adyous pera Td Setrrvoy éxeivo rd 
pvoreKoy. 

55 Hom. to. ibid. p- 131. (ibid. p. 
105 d.) Xaipe xal cvyxatpe | waocw 
vpiv, t THY japaiverty Hpar, 
imép ray py vnorevdvray ral dua 
rouro arro\pwavoperay éronodueba 
mpdony, els épyor t tpeis efnveyeare’ xa} 
yap mohdovs ola: Trav nporrnnérey 
ed Theor, nal row xaddy Hpiy 

y rovroy m\npovy. 

om. 25. de Diaholo Tentatore, 
t. 1. ae 318. (ibid. p. 260 d.) ‘O per 
"Ioaak, émbuphoas mworé Gpiaroy éx 
Tay xepay tov maidds payeiy, viv 
waida els Thy Onpav eLemepwper € éx THs 
olxias® otros 8¢ 6 "loade érbupnoas 
dpisroy éx Tay Hperépwv yetpay 
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‘that the bishop attended his sermons, which he preached both 
morning and afternoon.’ For that sermon was preached in the 
afternoon the same day, that he had preached his twenty-first 
sermon to the newly-baptized, as he there expressly tells us. 
So again it appears that the fifteenth and nineteenth Homilies 
to the people of Antioch against oaths 57 were preached on the 
same day. And his Homily of bearing Reproof patiently was 
an evening sermon. For there 5* he thus addresses himself to 
the people: ‘Be not weary, though the evening now be come 
upon us. For all our discourse is in defence of Paul, that Paul, 
who taught his disciples three years night and day.’ In his 
Homily upon Elias and the Widow *9, he says, one of his Lent 
discourses ‘was broken off by the evening coming upon them.’ 
And in one of his Homilies upon Genesis ©, he as plainly 
intimates, that he was then preaching an evening sermon; for 
he makes this apostrophe to the people: ‘I am expounding 
the Scriptures, and ye all turn your eyes from me to the 
lamps, and him that is lighting the lamps. What negligence 
is this, so to forsake me and set your minds on him! For 
I am lighting a fire from the holy Scriptures, and in my 
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es oby yeas éférepper ex Tis 
olxias, GAN’ abrés mpos ny npeTépay 
pape rpamefay. Ti rovrov gtdo- 
oTo poy yévour’ dy; ri de Ta- 
qetvoTeE pop ; 5 bs oure Oepyny ém- 
deifacba THY ayanny katyngiocey, kal 
Tocovroy xaraSnvat HPeTXeTO 3; Aca 
ToL ToUTO ral 1 pets, kai Toy Tévoy TIS 
fovjs, cal ry duvayy rev woAdey * 

dvres and THs éwbivs dia- 
A€Lews, l8dvres rh Marpexyy oyu, 
eiOéws érehabdpeba ris alana 
amebéueba riv aie Ke T. 

57 Hom. 15 et 8, “ibid. p 
151.)—Hom. on “ibi (ibid 188) 
58 Hom. 13. t. §. p. lee t.3 
135 a.) “Ypets 82 pr) arroK ae 
éonépa karan ’ Umep Tov 
Tavdov was nyiy é Adyos, IlavAov 
rov tpteriay vuxra Kal npépay Tovs 

pabyras d:8doxorras. 
6? Hom. 54. ibid. p. 722. (ibid. p. 


328 a.) "Ev rais hpépats, als évn- 
orevopey avres, Tous mept ris 
éAenpoovvys mohddxs Ehdpevos Kt- 
vijoat dédyous, «fexpovduny, THs éo- 
aépas karahapBavovens kai tov Adyou 
duaxorrovans jpiv rov Spdpov. 
© Hom. 4. in Gen. t. 2. p. 902. 
. 662 c.) THepi Tec Sy upiy 
ryotyeda, & Upeis de, Tous 6 Gahpovs 
arocrngayres npay, mpos ras Aap- 
mddas xal rov ras Napsrddas érrovra 
oTHoare, eat néons Touro - 
pias, nuas adevras TOUT MPOTEXeLy 5 
he dvdrre kaya 1d did rev Tpapay, 
cal én ris yrarms Ss mpere, 
Aapmrddcor xalerat, rd rie bibalead tae 


Touro peifoy rat Berriov rd has 


éxelvou rou pwrds* ob yap 8) Opvad- 
Alda dcdBpoxoy drat xaddrrep ovros, 
dfdarrope v, xas éy etoeBeig 
dpdouevas ra axpodcews dydmrro- 
pev embu 


* (The Benedictine reads wo8éy for woAAGy, and remarks (vid. not. in loc. ad 


ge p- 260.) .. 


Hanc lectionem affert in notis Fronto Duczus, que utique vera 


oat ; contra vero illa, quam preefert edit. Morel., r&» 0AAGr, vitiata, 


a ex serie liquet. Ep. ] 
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tongue is a burning lamp of doctrine. This is a greater and a 
better light than that. For we do not set up a light like that 
moistened with oil, but we inflame souls, that are watered with 
piety, with a desire of hearing.’ The whole allusion and simili- 
tude shows, that he was preaching an evening sermon, when 
candles were lighting, which gave him the hint to draw the 
comparison between the material light of the lamps, and the 
spiritual light of the Scriptures. And in his third Homily of 
Repentance 5', to name no more, he says, ‘he would continue 
his discourse to the evening,—éws éondépas,—that he might 
finish the subject he was then handling.’ From all which it 
is apparent, this was no occasional usage in St. Chrysostom’s 
church, but his constant and ordinary practice. 

In the Latin Church we sometimes meet with examples 
of this kind, though not so frequent. St. Austin not only 
preached every day, but sometimes twice on the same day; as 
is evident from the two sermons on the 88th Psalm®, in the 
latter of which he says, ‘he had preached before in the morn- 
ing, and remained in their debt for the afternoon.’ Gauden- 
tius® also, bishop of Brixia, speaks of his having preached 
twice on the vigil before Easter. And it is probable, the same 
solemnity was observed in like manner in other places. For at 
this solemnity especially they made a distinction in their ser- 
mons, preaching one to the catechumens, and another to the 
neophytes, or persons newly baptized. As Gaudentius says in 
the same place, ‘that his second sermon was preached to the 
neophytes.’ The like is said by St. Ambrose®>, and Theodo- 











61 Hom. 3. [Beneg. 8. Savil. 4.] 
de Poenitent. t. 4. p. 559. (t. 2. p. 
342 €.) Otx ddiorapas éws éowepas, 
€ws ov avrd AvVcw. 

62 In Ps. 88. Serm. 2. (t. 4. p.945 
d.) Ad reliqua psalmi, de quo in ma- 
tutino locuti sumus, animum inten- 
dite, et pium debitum exigite. 

68 Tract. 4. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 5. 
p- 949 c.) Carnalem Judaicz Paschz 
observantiam, spiritualibus typis re- 
fertam, trino jam tractatu docuimus; 
seme] hesterno die, et bis in vigi- 
liis. 

64 Tract. 5. (ibid. p. 950 a. 4.) 
.. ++ Quia oportebat in illa nocte vi- 


giliarum secundo tractatu....con- 
grua neophytis explanari. 

5 De tis qui mysteriis initiantur, 
fal. De Mysteriis] c.1.n.1.(t.2. p.325 

-) Demoralibus quotidianum sermo- 
nem habuimus, cum vel patriarcha- 
rum gesta, vel proverbiorum lege- 
rentur preecepta; ut his informati 
atque instituti assuesceretis majo- 
rum ingredi vias, eorumque iter car- 
pere, ac divinis obedire oraculis; 
quo, renovati per baptismum, ejus 
vite usum teneretis, que ablutos 
deceret. Nunc de mysteriis dicere 
tempus admonet, atque ipsam sa- 
cramentorum rationem edere: quam 
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ret, and St. Austin ®7, as I have had occasion to show in an- 
other place, in speaking of the distinction that was made be- 
tween the catechumens and the faithful: to the former they 
preached only upon moral subjects, to the latter upon mystical 
points of religion, and abstruser articles of faith. Therefore St. 
Austin says in another place, ‘there were some points which 
required more intent auditors, and therefore the preacher was 
not to hasten them, but defer them to another opportunity.’ 
And in another Homily upon Easter-day7°, he excuses the 
shortness of it, ‘ because he was to preach again to the infants,’ 
as they then called all persons newly baptized. Cyril’s Mystical 
Catechisms were of this kind. And probably those Mystical 
Homilies of Origen, whereof he wrote two books, mentioned by 
Ruffin and St. Jerom7!, were of the same nature. However, 
we have seen sufficient evidence otherwise for more sermons 
than one upon the same day upon many occasions. 

9. Bué this is chiefly to be understood of cities and large Not s0 fre- 
churches: for in the country-parishes there was not such fre- padi 
quent preaching. St. Chrysostom?7? says, ‘they that lived in Villages. 
the city enjoyed continual teaching ; but they that dwelt in the 
country had not such plenty: therefore God compensated this 
want of teachers with a greater abundance of martyrs, and so 
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ante baptismum si putassemus in- disputandum est. 
sinuandam nondum initiatis, prodi- ! Invect. 2. cont. Hieron., a 





disse potius quam edidisse sstima- 
remur. 
Rite esins in Num. (t.1. part. 
p- 230.) “Aotjpos yap 8a rovs 
puprovs rept ray Geioy eae 
puornpioy® rovrey 8€ xa eCopeveny, 
hi Tous pepunpevous OrOdoKoper. 
Serm. rad eoph da anpend: 
t. 10. p. 845. (t. 6. p. 288 d.)... Di- 
missig jam catechumenis, vos ‘tan- 
tum ad audiendum retinuimus, etc. 
© B. 1. ch. 4. 6.8. v.1. p. 34. 
Pane iia aes in Ioan. (t.3. part. 
-670 a.).... Intentior flagitatur 
a itor: et ideo eum precipitare 
non debet, sed differre potius dis- 
putator. 
70 Hom. 82. de Diversis, Ne 
Serm. Rei in 5- P- 973 & 
Satis sint vobis pauca ista, a eine 
et post laboraturi sumus, et de sa- 
cramentis altaris hodie infantibus 


by Valesius, Not. in Euseb. 1.6. 
24. (v.1. p.88. n.4.) Hieronymus 
in libro quodam, qui citatur a Ruf- 
fino in Apologia 2 adversus Hiero- 
nymum, indiculum texens libroram 
Origenis, ita ait; Scripsit in Gene- 
sim libros 1 Mysticarum Homilta- 
rum libros dee, Be 

72 Hom. 65. 4c Martyribus. t.5.p. 
973-(t.2.p.651d. )ol pev ras dhets ol- 
Kouvres TuvEexous drrohavovet b:8acxa- 
Aias" ol 8€ ep aypoixia (apres, ov 
TrooauTys peréxovor d@6ovias" np Te~ 
vlay roivuy Tov d8arndvreav ey TH 
Bayireia toy papriper wapapvdov~ 
pevos & Geds axovdunce q\elous wap’ 
éxeivots radnvat udprupas. Our axove 
ovat di8arxdAov greeny éxeivor 8e- 


nverds, dAAG paprupey ovis and 


Tou rddou Siareyopuérns avrois xai 
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ordered it, that more martyrs lay buried in the country than 
in the city; where, though they could not hear the tongues of 
their teachers continually, yet they always heard the voice of 
the martyrs speaking to them from their graves, and that with 
greater force of eloquence and persuasion than living teachers 
could do,’ as he there goes on after his manner to describe it. 
There were sometimes great assemblies held at these monu- 
ments of the martyrs: for on their anniversary festivals the 
whole city went forth to celebrate their memorials in the 
churches where they lay buried; as Chrysostom tells us both 
here and in other places73: but at other times their chief re- 
sort for preaching was to the’city-churches. It was not till the 
beginning of the sixth century that preaching was generally 
set up throughout the country-parishes in the French Church : 
but about that time an order was made in the Council of 
Vaison7‘, anno 529, ‘ that for the edification of all the Churches, 
and the greater benefit of the whole body of the people, pres- 
byters should have power to preach not only in the cities, but 
in all the country-parishes: and if the presbyter was infirm, a 
deacon should read one of the homilies of the holy Fathers.’ 
So that in this respect the state of the present Church may 
-be reckoned happier than that of the ancient Church; since 
there is scarce a country-parish among us but has a sermon 
preached every Lord’s-day throughout the year by a presbyter 
or deacon. 


Of their 10. The next thing to be observed is, their different sorts of 
cay sermons, and different ways of preaching. I have already?> 
preaching. noted some difference to have been made between sermons to 





78 Hom. 67. de S. Droside. 
989. (t. 2. p. 689 b.) “Evdoy pev 
oly éy ry méde évdtarpiBovras ov 
aopddpa eixds ta rotatra pedergy xal 
dirocodeiv’ e£eXOdvras EEw recyar, 
kal wpos rovs rddous rovrous éAbdy- 
ras, xal rd wAnOos Tay KaTotxopevey 
Geacapévous, dvdyxn aca cal éxdvras 
kai dxovras rovrous amd ris Sweos 
défacrOa rovs Noyiopovs, xal defapée- 
yous UWndorépous yeréoOat, xal ris 
pos Ta Bord mpaypara ouptra- 
Oelas amadXayjva.— ibid. p. ggo. 
(ibid. p. 690 a.) Asa 8% ratra xa rv 
yevvaioy rovroy bavpalw marépa, Sri 
yaArnvis nuépas émAaBdpevos évravda 


nas é€iyyaye, mporryoupems 8 rai 
ddryovons ris paxapias Apogidos, fs 
THY pynNy ereredovpev.—| These two 
homilies, De Martyribus and De S. 
Droside, are wanting in the Savilian 
edition, Eton. 1613. Ep. 

74 C. Vasens. ii. fal. iii.] c. 2. (t. 4. 
p. 1680 a.) Hoe etiam pro edifica- 
tione omnium ecclesiarum, et pro 
utilitate totius populi nobis placuit, 
ut non solum in civitatibus, sed et- 
iam in omnibus parochiis, verbum 
faciendi daremus presbyteris potesta- 
tem, &c. 

75 See before, s. 8. p. 119, with 
nn, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, preceding. 
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the catechumens, and sermons to the faithful; but that was 
chiefly in the matter and subject of them. What I observe 
here relates more to the manner and method of preaching ; in 
which respect they were distinguished into four kinds. 1. Ex- 
positions of Scripture. 2. Panegyrical discourses upon the 
saints and martyrs. 3. Sermons upon particular times, occa- 
sions, and festivals. 4. Sermons upon particular doctrines and 
moral subjects, to illustrate the truth against heresy, and re- 
commend the practice of virtue in opposition to immorality 
and ungodliness. There are examples of all these kinds in 
St. Chrysostom’s and St. Austin’s homilies, the two great 
standards and patterns of preaching in the Greek and Latin 
Church. 

St. Austin has some homilies upon whole books of Scripture, 
as those upon the Psalms and St. John’s Gospel. He has 
others, styled De Sanctis, which are panegyrics upon the saints 
and martyrs: others, styled De Tempore, which are upon the 
festivals and great solemnities of the Church, such as the Na- 
tivity, Epiphany, Lent, Passion, Easter, Pentecost, and the 
Lord’s-days throughout the year; others, styled De Diversis, 
which are a miscellany upon doctrinal points and moral sub- 
jects. 

So likewise in Chrysostom, we have his homilies by way of 
exposition on the whole book of Genesis, the Psalms, the Gos- 
pels of St. Matthew and St. John, and all St. Paul’s Epistles. 
Then again, his panegyrics upon the saints and martyrs; his 
homilies upon the noted festivals, Easter, Pentecost, &c.; and 
lastly, his moral and doctrinal discourses upon various sub- 
jects,—repentance, faith, charity, humility, the truth of the 
Christian religion, the Divinity of Christ, and such important 
subjects as the occasion of the times, and the opposition of 
Jews, Gentiles, and heretics required him to discourse upon, 
in a plain and familiar way, to the people. His homilies, by 
way of exposition of any book of Scripture, usually consist but 
of two parts, an exposition of some portion of a chapter, and 
an ethicon or moral conclusion upon some useful subject, which 
the last part of the words expounded gave him the hint or 
occasion to discourse upon. But his other homilies are com- 
monly introduced with an useful preface, not relating always 
to the subject that was to follow, but such as the occasional 
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necessities of his auditory, either in matters of reproof or com- 
mendation seemed to require. But in both these ways he still 
excelled in this, that he always expounded the Scripture in its 
most natural and genuine sense, not giving way to tropological 
descants, as too many others did, and made such useful ob- 
servations and reflections upon it as were pertinent and proper, 
which he applied to his hearers with the strongest reasoning, 
and utmost force of divine eloquence, becoming the seriousness 
and gravity of a Christian orator. 

It is a just character which a late learned critic7® gives him, 
and therefore I think it not improper here to transcribe it, for 
the encouragement of all young students to read him. ‘His 
eloquence is popular, and very proper for preaching ; his style 
is natural, easy, and grave; he equally avoids negligence and 
affectation ; he is neither too plain nor too florid ; he is smooth, 
yet not effeminate; he uses all the figures that are usual to 
good orators very properly, without employing false strokes of 
wit; and he never introduces into his discourses any notions 
of poets or profane authors; neither does he divert his audi- 
tory with jests. His composition is noble, his expressions ele- 
gant, his method just, and his thoughts sublime; he speaks 
like a good father and a good pastor; he often directs his 
words to the people, and expresses them with a tenderness and 
charity becoming an holy bishop; he teaches the principal 


cation; son stile est naturel, facile, 


76 Du Pin, Biblioth. v. 3. p. 34. 
(t. 3. p. 38.) Ce pére est un des plus 
éloquens orateurs Chrétiens, et son 
éloquence est d’autant plus estima- 
ble, qu’elle est sans affectation et 
sans contrainte. Il a une fertilité 
et une abondance de paroles et de 
pensées qui lui est tout a fait natu- 
relle: quoi qu'il ne se soit pas at- 
taché, comme Saint Gregoire de 
Nazianze et Saint Basile, 4 une pu- 
reté Attique, il y a néanmoins beau- 
coup d’élévation et de grandeur dans 
son stile. Sa diction est pure et 
agréable, son discours est orné d’une 
varieté admirable de pensées et de 
figures, il amplifie sa matiére par un 
nombre infini de tours différens; il 
est ingénieux A trouver des conve- 
nances, et fertile en exemples et en 
comparaisons; son éloquence est 
populaire et trés-propre a la prédi- 


et grave; il évite également et la 
négligence et la trop grande affecta- 
tion; il n’est ni trop simple ni tro 
fleuri; il est poli sans étre efféminé; 
il employe fort & propos toutes les 
figures dont les bons orateurs ont 
coftume de se servir: mais il ne 
s’étudie point A faire de fausses 
intes, ni a faire entrer dans son 
cours des pensées des poétes et 
des auteurs prophanes, ni 4 divertir 
des railleries. Sa composition 
est noble, ses expressions élevées, sa 
méthode juste, ses pensées sublimes ; 
il parle en bon pére et en bon pas- 
teur; il adresse souvent la parole a 
son peuple, et lui parle avec une 
bonté et une charité dignes d’un 
saint évéque. I] enseigne les prin- 
cipales veritez du Christianisme avec 
une clarté admirable; il divertit par 
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truths of Christianity with a wonderful clearness, and diverts 
with a marvellous art, and an agreeable way of ranging his 
notions, and persuades by the strength and solidity of his rea- 
sons. His instructions are easy, his descriptions and relations 
pleasant. His inducements so meek and insinuating, that one 
is pleased to be so persuaded. His discourses, how long soever, 
are not tedious, there are still some new things that keep the 
reader awake, and yet he hath no false beauties nor useless 
figures; his only aim is to convert his auditors, or to instruct 
them in necessary truths. He neglects all reflections that have 
more of subtilty than profit; he never busies himself to resolve 
hard questions, nor to give mystical senses, to make a show of 
his wit or eloquence; he searches not into mysteries, neither 
endeavours to comprehend them; he is contented to propose, 
after an easy way, palpable and sensible truths, which none 
can be ignorant of without danger of failing of salvation. He 
particularly applies himself to moral heads, and very seldom 
handleth speculative truths; he affects not to appear learned, 
and never boasts of his erudition: and yet, whatever the sub- 
ject be, he speaks with terms so strong, so proper, and so well 
chosen, that one may easily perceive he had a profound know- 
ledge of all sorts of matters, and particularly of true divinity.’ 
This is the character which that judicious critic gives that 
famous and eloquent preacher: and he that will diligently 
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Partifice merveilleux et la disposi- ni a donner des sens mystiques pour 


tion ble de ses pensées, et il 
persuade par la force et par la soli- 
dité de ses raisonnemens. Ses in- 
structions sont faciles, ses descrip- 
tions et ses narrations ables, ses 
mouvemens si doux et si insinuana, 
que l’on prend plaisir & se laisser 

rsuader. Ses discours, quelques 

ngs qu’ils soient, n’ennuyent ja- 
mais, on y trouve toujours de nou- 
veaux agrémens qui réveillent )’esprit 
du lecteur. I] n’a point néanmoins 
de faux brillant, ni de figures inu- 
tiles; son unique but est de con- 
vertir ses auditeurs, ou de les in- 
struire des veritez qui Jeur sont né- 
cessaires. Il néglige toutes les ré- 
flexions gui ont plus de subtilité 
que d’utilité; il ne s’engage point 
a résoudre des questions difficiles, 


faire montre de son esprit et de son 
éloquence ;_ il n’approfondit point 
les mystéres, et ne s’efforce point de 
les pénétrer: il se contente de pro- 
poser d’une maniére aisée des veri- 
tez palpables et sensibles, qu’on ne 
peut ignorer sans courir risque de 
son salut. I] s’attache particuliére- 
ment aux points de morale; il est 
rare qu’il s’arréte A considérer des 
veritez spéculatives ; il n’affecte point 
de parotite scavant, il ne fait point 
valoir son érudition: et cependant 
de quelque chose qu’il parle, il en 
parle en des termes si forts, si pro- 
pres, et si choisis, qu’il est aisé de 
voir qu’il a une érudition consom- 
mnée dans toutes sortes de matiéres, 
mais principalement dans la véri- 
table théologie. 
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peruse his homilies, especially those of his first and fifth vo- 
lumes, which contain his most elaborate discourses, as also 
those on St. Matthew, St. John, and St. Paul’s Epistles, where 
he excels in his moral applications, will find his sermons to 
answer the character that is given of them, only making some 
allowances for the different way and method then used, not so 
agreeable to the model of sermons in the present age. I had 
once some thoughts of publishing a volume of his select dis- 
courses, which I translated 7° for my own entertainment, when 
I was unfortunately cut off from other studies for a whole 
year : but because they are not altogether of the present stamp, 
and many men have a different taste and relish of things, I 
choose rather to encourage men to read them in the original, 
where they may select what they find proper for their use or 
Imitation. As for those who can endure to read nothing but 
what is either modern, or dressed up in the modern dress, I 
neither court them to read Chrysostom, nor any other ancient 
Father ; but to others, who can be at pains to peruse, and 
judiciously select the beauties of style, the strains of piety, and 
the flights of divine and manly eloquence that almost every 
where display themselves in this author, I dare venture to say 
they will never think their time lost, nor find themselves wholly 
disappointed in their expectation. 

St. Basil’s homilies come the nearest to St. Chrysostom’s in 
solidity of matter, beauty of style, ingenuity of thought, and 
sharpness and vivacity of expression. A vein of piety runs 
equally through them both, and by some St. Basil’s are reck- 
oned to come nearer to the Attic purity and perfection. Next 
after these, the two Gregories, Nyssen and Nazianzen, are 
esteemed the greatest masters of divine eloquence ; though the 
latter is rather luxuriant and tedious by his too frequent and 
long similitudes and digressions. Those of Ephrem Syrus were 
also of great repute in the ancient Church, having the honour 
to be read as lessons after the reading of the Scriptures in 
many Churches, as has been noted before out of St. Jerom7’. 

76 {I am happily in possession of accomplished the arduous task of 
the original manuscript of these carrying this new edition of my an- 
translations, which I entertain the cestors most valuable work through 
hope of publishing at some other the | Nap chad 7 


opportunity; should a continuance riptor. Eccles. c.115. See 
of ealth be vouchsafed; when I have before, ch. 3. s. 14. p. 76. n. 16. 
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They are highly commended by Sozomen’® and Photius79 for 
the beauty of their style and sublime thoughts, which were not 
wholly lost by being translated out of Syriac into Greek. 
Gregory Nyssen®? is more copious in his praise; and he par- 
ticularly observes, that his discourses of morality were so full 
of compassionate and affecting expressions, that they were able 
to move the hardest heart. ‘ For who that is proud,’ says he, 
‘would not become the humblest of men by reading his dis- 
course of humility ? Who would not be inflamed with a divine 
fire by reading his treatise of charity? Who would not wish 
to be chaste in heart and spirit by reading the praises he has 
given to virginity?’ Who would not be frighted to hear the 
discourse he has made upon the last judgment, wherein he has . 
represented it so lively that nothing can be added to it but the 
real appearance of judgment itself? This is a character that 
would tempt any man to look into them. It is disputed now 
among the critics, whether these homilie? that go under his 
name be his genuine offspring? Some utterly reject them, and 
they who say most in their defence own that they may have 


78 L. 3. c. 16. (v. 2. p. 119. +3,) 
Otrw you roy pév, ef ris mpds 
Zupev 4 érépay yAarray peraBanroe 
Ta yedppara, «at THY kapuxeiay, os 
elrew, aédorro réy EAAnuixay yhor- 
TIO PaTov, atrixa peparat, cai THs 
sporépas droppei xaptros. "Em 3¢ ray 
Egpaly Adyar OvX ourws® Sy gqastied 

ap avrov, cat eloére vu, A ovve- 
a o mpos EAAnviba povijy éppn- 
yevours’ kal ov woXd arrovet THs & 
weuxey a aperis” adAG cat “EAAny a dva- 
tyeroarxdpevos, éxions To Zvpos eivat 
Gavpalera 
79 Biblioth. cod. 196. (p. 513. 19.) 
"Ey rovross Trois Wapatvercxois Adyors 
Tov ayiov Gavpaceer dy ris, dooy 
per epBabuveras ro mevOov, dcov & 
abray dmoorater To nduvor, ral cAws 
is Sooy pve ro }Oos’ » ‘yap Aegis 
Kal rd oxqpara, ov Gavpagroy el mpos 
rd Kowdrepoy TAS dpsAlas cai nyedn- 
pevov vévevxev. OU yap eis roy yervn- 
Topa Trey yonyarev, Gd’ els roy ravra 
peradpacduevor, F 7 airia Siar ap Saver 
éwel otye THs /Zupas devas THY dxpi- 
Becav OK pevor eri Togouroy Tais 
Adfeot cal Tois oXnpacw avroy icacw 
evdoripnoa, as apdnpicroy elyat, #d- 


repov dia ravra, i did riv ey adrois 
vou, ) TowauTyn ydpts- Kal Bivaps TOY 
éxeivou mpdect Adyar. Ov pacagtt 
ody 9 THs ppaceas rarewdrns’ dd 
éxeivo Oavpacroy, ds wal did wae 
THTOS rouurns pnudrov mAixavry 
germnpia xai axpédera rois mpooéxovet 
mpoxeiras. 

Vit. Ephrem. Syr. (t. 3. p. 603 
d.) Tis, évruyay avrov tT mepl ramet- 
voppooinys Adyp, ob magay peév ebOds 
oijow expiunoe; GAN’ ovdé rayrés 
Tamelworepoy éauréy éxapvget ; ;: Tis, 
Trois wept ayanns exBgdov, ovx Unép 
dydmns mpoxivduvevoat omovddces; Tis, 
Trois wept napOevias mporouihnoas, 
oby ayvov davrov Wuyi) Te Kat Téepare 
Geg a cyevicerat Tapaornoat ; ris, Tots 
tept xpioews Hrot devrépas Xpiorod 
edevoews eyxuyas, ob _wapicracGat 
T@ éxeOev xpernpip vopices ; Kat ouy- 
Tpopos yevdpevos ry reXevraiay Foy 

ow kar’ avrov igevey djeecbar 

ornoe; ovres yap wapeornce ro 
HédAAOY Tod Geov Sixagrnptoy é dol- 
Sipos cal mpodyrixéraros otros dyyp, 
ws pnOdv péy érepov iroheimer Oar 
yrooeus, pdvoy oe ee épye Toure, 
kat Ty weipg xarapabecy. 
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lost something of their native beauty and majesty by being 
translated first out of Syriac into Greek, and then out of Greek 
into Latin. And therefore I will not so confidently assert they 
deserve the character, which Gregory Nyssen gives of those 
that were so much admired in his time. As for those of Ori- 
gen, and others who followed him, though they have some 
flights of rhetoric, and a vein of piety in them, yet they are so 
full of allegorical and tropological interpretations, that they 
are neither good expositions nor good homilies, and fall far 
short of the majesty and simplicity of those of Chrysostom. 
Among the Latins, those few moral discourses we have of 
Cyprian’s, whether homilies or treatises, are excellent in their 
kind. And so are many of St. Austin’s, and St. Ambrose, and 
Leo the Great, and Petrus Ravennas, who for his eloquence 
had the name of Chrysologus, or the Latin Chrysostom ; 
though his eloquence is of a different kind, being more like 
that of Seneca than of Tully or Demosthenes, whom Chryso- 
stom copied after. 

11. But of all these we must observe another distinction, 
that though many of them were studied and elaborate dis- 
courses, penned and composed beforehand, yet some were also 
extempore, spoken without any previous composition, and 
taken from their mouths by the raxvypd¢ot, or men who under- 
stood the art of writing short hand, in the church. Origen 
was the first that began this way of preaching in the church. 
But Eusebius®! says, he did it not till he was above sixty years 
old, at which age, having got a confirmed habit of preaching 
by continual use and exercise, he suffered the raxvypdqor, or 
notaries, to take down his sermons which he made to the 
people, which he would never allow before. Pamphilus, in his 
Apology for Origen®?, speaks the matter a little more plainly : 


8! L. 6. c. 36. (v. I. Pa3oy. § B+) 5 


- [quod] pre ceteris verbo Dei et 
ee ra éfnxorvra hac 


octrinse operam dederit, dubium 


XIV. iv. 








Qpcyeyny er Sa ai 
Hon ovdreEd THs paxpas 
mapackevijs eG, oie. ‘ml Tou Kowou 


Aeyouevas al diahé. es Tayvypd- 
os peradaBey emer pe dg ou mpé- 
repdy tore Touro yeverOar ovyKexa- 


"82 Inter Oper. Origen. t. 1. p. 786. 
(ap. Galland. t. 5. p. gc. 8.).. 


non est et ex his, quae ad nos laboris 
et studii ejus certigsima designantur 
indicia: preecipue vero per eos trac- 
tatus, quos pene quotidie in ecclesia 
habebat extempore, quos et descri- 
bentes notariiad monimentum poste- 

ritatis tradebant.—Dr. Cave reckons 
his Homilies upon pene © Exodus, 
Leviticus, and Numbers, to all 
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for he makes it an instance of his sedulity in studying and 
preaching the word of God, that he not only composed a great 
number of laborious treatises upon it, but preached almost 
every day extempore sermons in the church, which were taken 
from his mouth by the notaries, and so conveyed to posterity 
by that means only. The Catechetical Discourses of St. Cyril 
are supposed to be of this kind: for at the beginning of every 
one almost it is said in the title to be oxed:acGcioa, which 
Suidas and other critics expound, an extempore discourse. 
St. Jerom 83 says, Pierius thus expounded the Scripture. 

St. Chrysostom also sometimes used this way of preaching, 
being of a ready invention and fluent tongue. Sozomen&* says, 
after his return from banishment, the people were so desirous to 
hear him, that he was forced to go up into the episcopal 
throne, and make an extempore discourse to them, which is 
now exstant®> in his second tome in Latin. Suidas also*® gives 


extempore. Vid. Hist. Liter. (v. 1. 
p- 78.) Alias Eee eel meditate 
conscriptas edidit: alias ex tempore 
recitatas ab actuariis excipi permisit. 
Priores variis temporibus elucubra- 
vit: extemporalesv ero omnes, que 


Sermo post Reditum, commencing 
with the words “Ore iy Zdppay, 
x.t.A. (B. ibid. p. 427. 8. t.8. p. 262. 
14.) which was not an extempore 
discourse, but was premeditated. 
See the Benedictine’s Monitum 


lteris mandate sunt, post sexagesi- 
mum etatis annum pronuntiate 
sunt. Ex utroque genere multe 
exstant. Homiliarum mysticarum 
in Genesin, libri 2. Commentario- 
rum in Genesin, librir3.... Exstant 
Latine, a Ruffino verse, homile 17, 
diverse autem a mysticis: extem- 
porales fuisse videntur... .. Homilise 
in Exodum 12, a Ruffino verse: 
extemporales videntur.... Homiliz 
in Leviticum 16, exstant ex Ruffini 
versione: extemporales videntur... 
Homilize in Numeros 28. exatant ex 
Ruffini versione, et extemporales 
fuisse videntur. 

ag Procem. in Hos. See before, 
ch. 3. 8. 3. p. 59. N. 39. 

1. 8. c. 18. (v. 2. p. 349. gi.) 
.. +. AvayxacOels 8¢, xal oxédedy 
viva SieEnAGe Adyor. 

8 Sermo post Reditum, juxt. Ed. 
Basil. ap. Froben. 1558. t. 2. p. 49, 
in Append. (ap. Ed. Bened. t. 3. 
p. 426.—ap. Ed. Savil. t. 7. p. 943.) 
Quid dicam ? quid loquar, &c. [This 
must not be confounded with the 


in Duag Sequentes post Reditum 
ab Exsilio Orationes. (ibid. p. 423.) 
Postquam Chrysostomus, curante 
Theophilo Alexandrino, in pseudo- 
8 odo in quercu dicta damnatus 
epositusque fuerat, tumultuante 
populo, et abduci antistitem docto- 
remque suum non sinente, clam illo 
Chrysostomus se in exsilium, post 
triduum quam damnatus fuerat, ab- 
ducendum prebuit, et Prenetum m 
Bithyniam deportatus est. Exin- 
deque populo magis magisque in 
iram concitato, vociferante et ad 
imperatorias sedes episcopi sui redi- 
tum postulante, interimque terre 
motu palatium urbemque concuti- 
ente, Eudoxia Augusta perterrita 
sanctum virum reducendum restitu- 
endumque curavit; quod qua ra- 
tione, quantaque civitatis leetitia 
factum fuerit, pluribus narrabitur in 
Vita Chrysostomi. In ecclestam 
deductus extemporalem, inquit So- 
zomenus, (8, 18.) habust ane 
sumpt argumento ex elegantts- 
ria similitudene, eubindicavit Theo- 
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him this character, ‘that he had a tongue flowing like the cata- 
racts of Nile, whereby he spake many of his panegyrics upon 
the martyrs’extempore, without any hesitation.’ And it appears 
from several of his sermons, that he often took occasion in the 
middie of a discourse from some accidental hint that was 
casually given, to turn his eloquence from the subject in hand, 
and make some extempore apostrophe to the people, either of 
praise and commendation, or of reproof and correction, as the 
occasion of the thing required, as in that sermon we have 
already mentioned, (sect. 8,) where he takes occasion, from the 
people’s turning their eyes to see the lighting of the candles, 
to reprove®’ their negligence in turning away their attention 
from him, who was holding forth to them a greater light from 
the holy Scriptures. And there are many ‘other such apo- 
strophes and occasional reflections throughout his homilies, 
which must needs be extempore, because the occasion of them 
could not be foreseen, forasmuch as ‘they were pure contin- 
gencies and things altogether accidental. 

But Chrysostom was not the only man whose fluency enabled 
him to make extempore discourses. For Ruffin®®, speaking in 
praise of Gregory Nazianzen and St. Basil, says, ‘there were 








philum ecclesia sue vim inferre ten- 
tavisse, perinde atque olim regem 
igyptium uxort patriarcke Abra- 
hami. His aperte indicat Sozome- 
nus secundam post reditum oratio- 
nem, que ab hujusmodi similitudine 
orditur; quse in fine vite Chryeos- 
tomi per Georgium Alexandnnum 
legitur. (See Ed. Savil. t. 8. as 
above.) Sed illud cum Chrysostomi 
non consonare videtur, qui postridie 
adventum suum hanc secundam 
hagas habuiese rier ut ex 

is verbis unt: Hert vesperi 
hee verba ad ms misit [Fudozxia}; 
ergo, inquiunt, hanc secundam ha- 
buerit postridie, primam vero ipso 
adventus die. erum circa hc 
Chryesostomi verba, non levis ex- 
surgunt difficultates, quas in ejus 
Vita pluribus expendemur. Ut ut 
autem est, existimo et ego, primam 
esse eam oratiunculam, que sic in- 
cipit: Quid dicam? aut quid lo- 
quar ? Benedictus Deus, &c. ITilam 
quippe extempore, inque ipeo ad- 


ventu dictam fuisse suadet omnino 
vel ipse audiendi modus: neque 
puto ullum esse qui non fateatur 
eam et in ipso adventu habitam et 
extemporalem esse, ideoque brevis- 
simam, secunda autem longior inse- 
quente die dicta fuerit. Lapsus 
ergo Sozomenus est, qui extempo- 

em oxéé:ov illam orationem, quam 
reversus Chrysostomus ad populum 
habuit, dicit eam esse que Abra- 
hami et Saree similitudinem adhibet, 
ab illaque orditur. Ep. |] 

8 Voce, "lodvns, (t. 1. p. 1268 e. 
4.) Tas r&v paprupey 8 warryopas 
exnvinoer ey re oxedialew avepro- 
dicras, xai ry yAGooay avrov Karap- 
petw tmép rods Nechgous xarappe- 
KTras. 

87 Serm. 4. in Gen. t. 2. p. 902. 
See before, s. 8. n. 60, ing. 

88 Ruffin. Hist. 1. 2. fal. 11.] ¢. 9. 
(p. 249 b. 19.) Exstant quoque utri- 
ueque ingenii monimenta magnifica 
tractatuum, quos extempore in ec- 
clesiis declamabant, &c. 
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several of their sermons exstant, which they spake extempore 
in the church, twenty of which he himself had translated into 
Latin.’ Socrates®? gives the same account of Atticus, ‘that, 
though whilst he was a presbyter he was used to preach com- 
posed and studied sermons, yet afterwards by industry and 
continued exercise, having gained confidence and a freedom or 
fluency of speaking, he preached extempore to the people: and 
his sermons were so well received by his auditors™, that they 
took them down in writing.’ Sozomen®! indeed gives a dif- 
ferent account of them: for he says ‘that his performances 
were so mean, that though they had a mixture of heathen 
learning in them, yet his auditors did not think them worth 
writing °?.’ However, they both seem to agree in this, that 
whatever characters they bare, they were extempore dis- 
courses. Sidonius Apollinaris® seems to give the like account 
of Faustus, bishop of Riez in France: for he says, ‘some of 
his discourses were repentine, and others elucubrate,’ that 
is, the one spoken off hand, and the others elaborate and 
studied. 

There is nothing more certain than that St. Austin did often 
use the extempore way. For he sometimes preached upon 
places of Scripture that were accidentally read in the church, 
and which he knew nothing of before he came thither. Of 
which we have an undeniable instance in one of his homilies, 
where he tells us ‘he was determined to preach upon a certain 
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Lb. 7. c. 2. (v. 2. p. 348. 20.).. 


Kal mpdrepov per nvixa dy re mpeoBv- (erOau 


teplep ¢ ppc éxpabdy obs xai érdve 
r er éxxAnoias ¢d[8arke’ perd 
&e raira, pe tH Prrowovig Kal rap- 
pnoiay ernodpevos, ef sero pebloo bal ral 
wurryyupiKerrépay riv o8acxaXlay é- 
o he ov Lag se Towtros Haar 
i, OS wapa Tay Tey 
Leo Oas i ypapy kins Sacra 
e reader will observe that 
the Author seems to have misread 
the latter part of the citation. So- 
crates says the very contrary, that 
the people did not regard t the ex- 
tempore discourses of Atticus worth 
the trouble of being taken down and 
committed to writing. Ep.) 
91 L. 8. c. 26. (ibid. ‘P. 362. 35°) 
Merpeos 8¢ mpds rovs én’ exxAncias 
BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


pada és pire ypagpis dflous vopi- 

- Tois Dean ire waWelas 
mavTeAas duoipous. 

2 (And thus it appears that So- 

with Socrates in speak- 

ing, ing. ightngy of the sermons of 


“ED .3. ad Faust. Regiens, 
(p. en 9 Bp Licet preedicationes tuas, 
nunc a niph leh cum hives 
poscenit, elucu raucus plau- 
at, audierim, &c —Gennadius de 
Scriptor. c. 40. gives the same a 
count of Maximus Gear saa 
Oper. Hieron. (t. 2. p. 96.).... Vir 
in divinis Scripturis satis intentus 
et ad docendum ex tempore plebem 
sufficiens, &c. Ep.] 


iar iauge & ex 60. t. 10. p. 175. 
See before, ch. 1. 8. 6. p. 9. 1. 29. 
K 


1380. Of preaching XIV. iv. 


Psalm about repentance, which he thought nothing of before 
the reader chanced to read it of his own accord in the church.’ 
And in another place 2 he tells us ‘ when he had appointed the 
reader to read a certain Psalm, upon which he intended to 
preach, the reader in some hurry read another in its room; 
and this obliged him to preach an extempore sermon upon that 
Psalm that was so accidentally read in the church.’ Possidius 
also in his Life® mentions a sermon, wherein ‘he left his sub- 
ject that he was discoursing upon to dispute against the Mani- 
chees, which he had no thoughts to have done when he first 
began to preach; but he reckoned it was the providence of 
God that directed him so to do, to cure the error of some 
latent Manichee in the congregation.’ And it is very probable 
that many of his sermons upon the Psalms were extempore, 
because he so often uses the phrase, ‘ quantum Deus donaverit, 
as God should enable him to speak :’ which seems to imply, 
that he spake without any previous study or composition. It 
is evident his sermon on the 86th Psalm was of this kind: for 
he says9, ‘he would explain it as God should enable him, 
seeing it was appointed by his holy father, the bishop then 
present: but such a sudden appointment would have been an 
oppression, were it not that the prayers of the proponent gave 
him continual assistance.’ For indeed they looked upon it as 


% In Pe. 138. p. 650. (t. 4. p. pore miratos fuisse scimus et recog- 





1634 a.) Psalmum nobis brevem 
paraveramus ; quem mandaveramus 
cantar: a lectore: sed ad horam, 
quantum videtur, perturbatus, alte- 
rum pro altero legit. Maluimus 
nos in errore lectoris sequi volunta- 
tem Dei, quam nostram in nostro 


proposito. 

C. 15. (t. 10. append. p. 267 
a, b.) Scio item non solus ipse (sc. 
Possidius} verum etiam alii fratres 
et coneervi, qui nobiscum tunc intra 
Hipponensem ecclesiam cum eodem 
sancto viro vivebant, nobis pariter 
ad mensam constitutis eum dixisse, 
Advertistis hodie in ecclesia meum 
sermonem, ejusque initium et finem 
contra meam consuetudinem pro- 
cessisse, qUOniaM non eam rem ter- 
minatam explicuerim, quam pro 
sueram, eed pendentem reliquerim ? 
Cui respondimus: Ita nos in tem- 


noscimus. At ille, Credo, ait, quod 
forte aliquem errantem in populo 
Dominus per nostram oblivionem 
et errorem doceri et curari voluerit, 
in cujus manu sunt et nos et ser- 
mones nostri. Nam cum proposite - 

usestionis latebras pertractarem, in 

iud sermonis excursu perrexi; at- 
que ita, non conclusa vel explicata 
quzestione, disputationem terminavi 
magis adversum Manichzorum er- 
rorem, unde nihil dicere decreveram, 
disputans, quam de iis quee asserere 


proposueram. 

In Ps. 86. p. 390. (t. 4. p. 
918 d.) Hic nobis quantum Domi- 
nus donare a cum vestra 
caritate tractandus modo est, propo- 
situs a beatissimo presente patre 
nostro. Repentina propositio me 
gravaret, nis] me continuo propo- 
nentis oratio sublevaret. 
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so necessary a work to preach continually, that when they had 
not time to compose beforehand, they doubted not but that the 
grace of God, and a peculiar assistance of the Spirit, would 
concur with their honest endeavours in such sudden under- 
takings. Nay, Gregory the Great, who also used this way in 
explaining some of the most difficult books of Scripture, as 
particularly Ezekiel, scruples not to say %, ‘that he often found 
those obscure places of Scripture, which he could not compre- 
hend in his private study, to flow i upon his understanding 
when he was preaching in public to his brethren.’ 

12. And in regard to this, they are wont frequently to mention What 
the assistance of the Spirit, both in composing and preaching sss tl 
their sermons. Thus Chrysostom says in one of his sermons!, by the 
when he had the happiness to see a large auditory, and a table ial 
well furnished with guests, ‘that then he expected the grace 
of the Spirit to sound in his mind.’ In another?, ‘I do not 
think that I spake those words of myself, but God, that fore- 
saw what would happen, put those words into my mind.’ And 
again®, speaking of the preaching of Flavian, his bishop, he 
says, ‘It was not human thought that poured forth his dis- 
course, but the grace of the Holy Spirit: as it was not the 
nature of the vine, but the power of Christ that made the 
water wine.’ St. Austin also often speaks of such illapses and 
assistances of the Spirit in preaching: which he sometimes 
calls ‘the gift of God;’ sometimes>, ‘the revelation of the 


% Hom.14.[Ed. Bened.1.2.Hom. ° Hom. 2. de Verb. Esai. t. 2. 
2.n.1.] in Ezek. p. 1144. (t.1. p. p. 33. (t.6. pari.) Kal rd rod 
1319 d. 3.) Non enim hoc temeri- evayyeAlov éxewo yeyove onpepov' 
tate aggredior, sed humilitate. Scio pera rév Adrrova yap olvov 6 BeAriov 
enim, quia plerumque multa in sacro cab 


eloxopi{era’ xai xaGanep éxeivoy ovx 
eloquio, qu solus intelligere non 


Gpmedos érexe rére, GAA’ 7 Suvaus 
potui, coram fratribus meis positus éroince rov Xptarov' ore Kal rovrov 
roy Adyor ovx avOpwrivn mpoxée: did- 
yota, GAA’ 7 rou Ivevparos yapis. 

4 rai 17. de Verb. Apost. t. 10. 
p. 132. [al. Serm. 159.] (t. 5. p. 76 
e.) Donante illo, Pa t sh a 
Sermones in Pealmos, 34. 96. (t. 4. 
pp. 228 et 1040. 

5 Serm. 15. de Verb. Apost. (al. 
Serm. 169.] (t. 5. p. 808 f.) 
Adjuvando [leg. adjavante] nos af- 
fectu vestro apud 
nostrum. Ut ea, quz ille nobis re- 
velare dignatur, ad vos apte et salu- 


K 2 


intellexi, &c. 

1 Hom. 23. de Verb. peers Ha- 
hbentes eandem fidem, &c. t. 2 
P. 351. (t. 3. p. 261 a.) "Emel ovv 
aAnpns nui y Tpame{a, mpoodoxd 
xat Ti rou [lvevparos xapiv evnynoas 
nydy Savoia. 

2 Hom. 2. ad Pop. Antioch. t. 1. 
p. 30. (t. 2. p. 24 b.) Odx olua ravra 
an ¢uavrov eipnxéevat, GAAd rou Geov 
ra péddovra mpoeddros eis thy dia- 
voray THy Nyerepay éuBeAAnxevar rd 
pnpara. 


What sort 
of prayers 
they used 

before ser- 
mons, and 
in, and 


after them. 
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Spirit ;’ and sometimes, ‘the help of God,’ and ‘his divine as- 
sistance.’ In one place more particularly®, speaking of his 
unwillingness to preach before certain bishops when he was 
but young, he brings them in making this answer: ‘If thou 
art in want of words, Ask and it shall be given thee: for it is 
not ye that speak, but ye minister what is given unto you.’ 

If a man would disingenuously interpret these and the like 
expressions of the Ancients, he might make them seem to 
countenance that preaching by the Spirit, which some so 
vainly boast of, as if they spake nothing but what the Spirit 
immediately dictated to them, as it did to the Apostles, by 
extraordinary inspiration. Which were to set every extem- 
pore, as well as composed discourse, upon the same level of in- 
fallibility with the Gospel. Which sort of enthusiasm the 
Ancients never dreamed of. For, notwithstanding the assist- 
ance of the Spirit they speak of, they always put a wide dif- 
ference between the Apostles’ preaching and their own, styling 
the one infallible and authentic, as we have heard before out 
of St. Austin? and others, and themselves only fallible exposi- 
tors of the Scripture. All therefore they pretended to from 
the assistance of the Spirit, was only that ordinary assistance 
which men may expect from the concurrence of the Spirit 
with their honest endeavours, as a blessing upon their studies 
and labours; that whilst they were piously engaged in his 
service, God would not be wanting to them in such assistance 
as was proper for their work, especially if they humbly asked 
it with sincerity by fervent supplication and prayer. 

13. And upon this account it was usual for the preacher 


many times to usher in his discourse with a short prayer for 


such divine assistance, and also to move the people to pray for 
him. St. Austin in the aforesaid homily, having mentioned the 
assistance of the Spirit, immediately adds®, ‘ Whither shall I 
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briter proferre possimus.—Conf. ibid. 
Serm. 14. (al. 294.] (ibid. p. 1183.) 
Hodie ergo, adjuvante Domino, pla- 
cuit nobis hinc eloqui, (al. fone 

6 Serm. 46. de Temp. t. 10. p. 
240. [al. Serm. 106. append.] (t. 5. 
append. p. 190 f.) Si sermo deest, 

ete et accipies. Non enim vos 
estis qui loquimini: sed quod datur 
vobis, hoc ministratis nobis.—See 


de Doctrin. Christian., 1. 4. c. 1§., 
where he has more tothe same pur- 
pose. See n. 9, following. 

7 Ep. Ig. fal. 82.}] ad Hieron. 
See before, s. 1. p. £ n. 55: 

8 Hom. 46. de Temp. |al. Serm. 
106. append. } (t. 5. append. p. 190 f.) 
His coarctatus angustiis, quo me 


conferam, nisi ad sancta barge 
caritatis ? Eamque deprecor, ut do- 
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betake myself, thus violently pressed in these straits, but to 
the footstool of charity, or grace of the Holy Spirit? and to 
that I make now my supplication, that he would grant me 
ability to speak something worthy of him, whereby I may at 
once fulfil my ministry, and satisfy your desire.’ And in his 
Book of Instructions of the Christian Orator®, where he pre- 
scribes many excellent rules for preaching, he lays down this 
among others, ‘that the Christian Orator should pray both for 
himself and others before he begins to teach; that he may be 
able to speak those things that are holy, just, and good; and 
that his auditors may hear him with understanding, with 
willingness, and with an obedient heart. To this end, before 
he looses his tongue to speak, he should lift up his thirsting 
soul to God, that he may be able to discharge what he has im- 
bibed, and pour forth to others that wherewith he has filled 
himself. And this the rather, because both we and all our 
words are in the hand of God, who teaches us both what to 
speak, and after what manner to speak.’ And therefore, 
though ecclesiastical men ought to learn what they are to 
teach, and to get the faculty of speaking; yet ‘ when the hour 
of speaking comes!°, they should imagine that what our Lord 
says belongs to every good soul: Zake no thought how or 
what ye shall speak, for it shall be given to you in that hour 


net mihi aliquid dignum de ee dicere, 
quo et meum ministerium, et ves- 
trum satiem desiderium.—[The Be- 
nedictine reads,—quod et meum 
suppleat ministerium et 
eatiet desiderium. Ep.]— Conf. 
Serm. 51. de Divers. Ne rm. 319. 
c. I] é &. p.1273 d.) Donet mihi 
Dominus pauca dicere salubriter, 
bi donavit sancto Stephano tanta 

icere fortiter. 

2 De Doctrin. Christian. 1. 4. c. 
15. (t. 3. part 1. p. 76 e and f.)... 

oster iste eloquens....ut orando 
pro re, ac pro illis quos est allocu- 
turus, sit orator antequam dictor 
{al. doctor]. Ipsa hora jam ut di- 
cat accedens, priusquam exserat pro- 
ferentem linguam, ad Deum levet 
animam sitientem, ut eructet quod 
biberit, vel quod impleverit fundat. 
Cum enim unaquaque re, que ee- 
cundum fidem dilectionemque trac- 


tanda sunt, multa sint que dicantur, 
et multi modi quibus dicantur ab 
eis, qui heec sciunt; quis novit, quid 
ad presens tempus, vel nobis dicere, 
vel per nos expediat audiri, nisi qui 
corda omnium videt? Et quis facit, 
ut quod oportet, et quemadmodum 
oportet, dicatur a nobis, nisi in cu- 
jus manu sunt et nos et sermones 
nostri? 

10 Ibid. (p.77 a.) Ad horam vero 
ipsius dictionis illud potius bonz 
menti cogitet convenire quod Do- 
minus ait: Nolte cogttare quomodo 


aut quid $; dabitur enim 
vobis in tlla hora quid loquamins : non 
enim vos estis, qui loqusmint, sed 


Spiritus Patris vesiri qué loquitur in‘ 
vobis. Sietgo loquitur in eis Spiritus 
Sanctus, qui persequentibus tradun- 
tur pro Christo, cur non et in eis, 
qui tradunt discentibus Christum ? 
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what ye shall speak ; for it is not ye that speak, but the Spirit 
of your Father that speaketh in you. If therefore the Holy 
Spirit speak in them who are delivered up to persecutors for 
the name of Christ, why should he not also speak in those 
who preach Christ to them that are disposed to learn him ?” 

I have related this passage at length, both because it shows 
us to what degree they depended on the Spirit’s assistance in 
preaching, and also what sort of prayers those were which 
they commonly made before sermon: viz. not the common 
prayers of the Church, as some mistake, who measure all 
usages of the ancient Church by the customs of the present, 
but these short prayers for the assistance and conduct of the 
Spirit, to direct both them and the people in speaking and 
hearing. And wherever we meet with any mention of prayer. 
before sermon, it is to be understood only of this short sort of 
prayers, in ancient writers. Such as that of St. Austin’s in 
one of his Homilies upon the Psalms}, which begins with 
these words, ‘ Attend to the Psalm, and the Lord grant us 
ability to open the mysteries that are contained in it.’ He 
begins another '? thus, ‘My lords and brethren, (meanimg the 
bishops then present,) and the Lord of all by them, have com- 
manded me to discourse upon this Psalm, that you may under- 
stand it, so far as the Lord shall grant us understanding. And 
may he by your prayers assist me, that I may speak such things 
as I ought to speak, and such as ye ought to hear : that the word 
of God may be profitable to us all.’ In this sense we are to 
understand St. Chrysostom, when! he says, ‘We must first 
pray, and then preach. So St. Paul does, praying in the pre- 


18 Hom. 28. de Incomprehensibili 


1 In Ps. o1. p. 417. (t. 4. p. 981 a.) 
Peal is Dei Natura. t. 1. p. 363. [ Ed. Bened. 


Attendite ad mum: det nobis 





Dominus aperire mysteria, que hic 
continentur, &c. 

12 In Ps. 139. (ibid. p. 1551 c.) 
Jusserunt domini fratres* et in ipsis 
Dominus omnium, ut ipsum Peal- 
mum afferam ad vos intelligendum, 
quantum Dominus donat. Adjuvet 
orationibus vestris, ut ea dicam que 
oportet me dicere et vos audire: uti 
omnibus nobie sit utilis sermo di- 
vinus. 


de Incomprehens. 3. | (t. 1. p. 469 d.) 
O y evx?) Kal rére Adyos’ ovTe 
xa ol Ardorodo: haciv’ “Hyeis 8¢ 77 
mpocevyy Kat ty Siavoia [diaxovig, 
Bened. xaniq, Savil.} rot Aéyou 
mpocxaprepnooper’ [srpooxaprepnow- 
pev, Ben. et Sav.] Ovre xai é HavAos 
MOLL EY TOS Mpooiuiots TOY EmLTTOAGY 
evydpevos, ty Sowep Avyvov das, 
ovrw rd THs evxRS Hos mr non 


Te Adyq. 


* (His ex verbis merito conjicias sermonem habitum fuisse in aliquo episco- 
porum consessu. Ed. Bened. in loc. Ep.] 
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faces of his Epistles, that the light of prayer, as the light of a 
candle, may lead the way to his discourses.’ 

Such is that prayer which St. Ambrose'* is said to use 
before his sermons: ‘I beseech thee, O Lord, and earnestly 
entreat thee, give me an humble knowledge, which may 
edify ; give me a meek and prudent -eloquence, which knows 
not how to be puffed up, or vaunt itself upon its own worth 
‘and endowments above its brethren. Put into my mouth, I 
beseech thee, the word of consolation and edification, and ex- 
hortation, that I may be able to exhort those that are good 
to go on to greater perfection, and reduce those that walk 
perversely to the rule of thy righteousness, both by my word 
and by my example. Let the words which thou givest to 
thy servant be as the sharpest darts and burning arrows, 
which may penetrate and inflame the minds of my hearers to 
thy fear and love.’ But this seems rather to have been a 
private prayer of St. Ambrose between God and himself, as 
Bishop Wettenhal!> and Mr. Thorndike'® understand it: who 
yet are mistaken in one thing, when they suppose that the 
common prayers of the Church came before the sermon, and 
that there were no other prayers before sermon but those: 
for nothing is more certain than that the common prayers did 
not begin till the sermon was ended; and yet there were such 
short prayers for grace and assistance as we are speaking of, 


14 Orat. ap. Ferrar. de Ritu Con- 
cion. 1. 1. c. 8. (p. 38) Obsecro, 
Domine, et suppliciter rogo, da mihi 
semper humuilem scientiam, qué 
sedihtest, da mitissimam et sapientem 
eloquentiam, quz nesciat inflari, et 
de suis bonis super fratres extolli. 
Pone, queso, in ore meo verbum 
consolationis, et edificationis, et ex- 
hortationis, per Spiritum Sanctum 
tuum, ut bonos ad meliora valeam 
exhortari, et eos, qui perverse gra- 
diuntur, ad tuse rectitudinis lineam 
revocare verbo et exemplo. Sint 
verba, que dederis servo tuo, tan- 
quam acutissima jacula, et ardentes 
sagitte, que penetrent et incendant 
mentes audientium ad timorem et 
amorem tuum. — 

15 Gift of Prayer, ch. 4. (p. 116. 
The publick liturgies were indee 


used before sermon; but no prayer 
at all of the minister’s own making, 
in which the people were to Join ; 
the minister might himself kneel 
down before he begun to preach, 
and in private between God and 
himself implore the assistance of 
God’s Spirit in that so great work, 


c. 

16 Just Weights and Measures, 
ch. 16. (p. 109.) 1 know I have al- 
leged a prayer of St. Ambrose before 
his sermon. I know there is a pas- 
sage of St. Augustine alleged to the 
same purpose. But neither of them 
signifies any more than a prayer to 
God to bless them in their preach- 
ing..... The common prayers of the 
Church on all ordinary and solemn 
assemblies were made at the altar, 
&e. 
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peculiarly adapted to the business of preaching and hearing, 
and not respecting any other subject. And sometimes the 
people’s prayers were required to be joined with them, as ap- 
pears from that of St. Austin in one of his Homilies upon the 
Psalms'’, where he desires the people to assist him with their 
prayers to the Lord, that he would grant him ability to ex- 
plain the latent mysteries and difficulties of the Psalms, as well 
for their sakes as his own. In Origen’s Homilies upon Genesis, 
Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, Kings, Jeremy, Ezekiel, and 
St. Luke, there are abundance of such short prayers, not only 
in the beginning of his discourses, but sometimes also in the 
middle of them, when any more abstruse passage of Scripture 
presented itself to consideration ; and generally in the close he 
makes another such short prayer in a few words suitable to 
the subject ; sometimes praying for himself and the people, 
and sometimes exhorting them to pray for themselves and 
him. All which being produced at large in a noted book of 
Mr. Daille’s '8, I shall not think it needful to transcribe them 
in this place. 

But I cannot omit to observe, that as St. Austin often began 
his sermon with a short prayer, so he usually ended it with 
another of the like nature. The forms of which are some of 
them now to be found at the end of several of his hamilies. In 
some of them!9 we have this form at length: ‘ Let us now turn 


tum potest parvitas nostra, maximas 
atque ubetes gratias us, pre- 


cantes toto animo si man- 


17 In Ps. 147. p. 699. (t. 4. p. 1662 
c.) Adait ergo tie apud Dominum 
Deum nostrum iste aifectus precum 





vestrarum : etsi non propter nos, 
certe propter vos donare dignetur, 
uod hic absconditum latet.—Vid. 
derm. 50. de Divers. [al. Serm. 356. ] 
(t. 5. p.1385 d.) Audistis quid veli- 
mus. Orate, ut poesimus &c. 

18 De Objectu Cultus Religiosi, 
1. 3. c. 13. tot. (pp. 412, seq.) Est 
sane et 6 ii preedicatio, &c. 

19 Serm. 30. de Verb. Dom. t. ro. 
[p.122. Ed. Basil. per Froben. 1529. 
or Paris. 1637.) which co nds 
with Serm. 100. of the Ed. Bened. 
(t.5. p.549 f.) where no such words 
occur. But see the close of Serm. 
67. (ibid. p. 377 f; £ Conversi ad 
Dominum Deum Patrem Omnipo- 
tentem puro corde ei (al. et] quan- 


suetudinem ejus, ut preces nostras 
in beneplacito suo exaudire digne- 
tur; inimicum [quoque] a nostris 
actibus et cogitationibus sua virtute 

t; nobis multiplicet fidem, 
gubernet mentem, spiritales cogita- 
tiones concedat, et ad beatitudinem 
suam perducat, per Jesum Christum 
Filium ejus. Amen. (al. per J.C.F. 
suum, qui cum eo vivit et regnat in 
secula seeculorum. Amen. ]|— Ser- 
mones 103, 120. de Divers. [al. 277, 
361.] (ibid. pp. A 113, 1406.)—Serm. 


18, ex editis a Sirmond. [al. Serm. 
256.) (ibid. p. 1054.) [See the re- 
marks of the Benedictine Editor at 


the end of Serm. 106, as above. 
Ep. ] 
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to the Lord God our Father Almighty with a pure heart, and 
give him thanks with all our might, beseeching his singular 
clemency with our whole soul, that of his good pleasure he 
would vouchsafe to hear our prayers; that he would drive 
away the enemy from all our thoughts and actions by his 
power; that he would increase our faith, govern our minds, 
grant us spiritual thoughts, and conduct us to everlasting hap- 
piness, through Jesus Christ his Son our Lord, who liveth and 
reigneth with him in the unity of the Holy Ghost, one God, 
world without end. Amen!’ And in many other homilies? 
this prayer is referred to as a known form used frequently by 
him in the close of his sermons, Converst ad Dominum, &c. 
But he sometimes varied and shortened this form, as the mat- 
ter of his sermon required. Thus, in his long sermon upon the 
Resurrection?!, having said that the saints in the next world 
will keep a perpetual sabbath, and have nothing to do but to 
sing Hallelujah ! and applying the words of the Psalmist (84, 4.] 
to this purpose, “ Blessed are they that dwell in thy house, for 
they will be always praising thee:” he concludes his sermon 
with this prayer: ‘ Let us turn to the Lord, and beseech him 
for ourselves, and all the people that stand with us in the 
courts of his house : which house may he vouchsafe to preserve 
and protect, through Jesus Christ his Son our Lord, who liveth 
and reigneth with him, world without end. Amen!’ In an- 
other of his homilies, a fragment of which is cited by Sirmond, 
as it is preserved in Eugyppius’s Collections2? out of St. Aus- 


20 De Verb. Dom. Serm. 1. 


[a 
aks é al 6k 14:tal pas ape 


al. 

—31. [al. ani ~32. i 111.] 
171. |-40 122.] et pas- 

an ie Fomias fal. Sermones | 


de Diversis. 

31 De Divers. Serm. 121. [al. 362.] 
(ibid. p. 1437 ce Conversi ad Do- 
minum, ipsum deprecemur pro no- 
bis et pro omni plebe sua, adstante 

biscum 


no pte ie atriis domus sus : 
warm protegereque @= 
care J esum Christum Fila 
ejus, minum nostrum, qui cum 


prt aaa seeculo- 
rum. 
2 Thoease. 1. 2. c. 288. ap. Sir- 


. mond. Not. in August. Hom. 18. 


inter 40. a se editas. Audistis me, 
credo, fratres mei, quando dico, 
Conversi ad Dominum benedicamus 
nomen ejus, de nobis perseverare in 
mandatis suis, ambulare in via eru- 
ditionis sus, placere illi in omni 
opere bono, et cetera talia. [Pror- 
sus, inquiunt, hoc totum in 
nostra est constitutum. Ergo nos 
inaniter talia vobis optamus. 

fendamus nos et vos,| ne [et nos 
sine causa benedicamus et] vos sine 
causa Amen subscribatis. [This 
18th Sermon of the Forty Homilies 


of Augustine, first —— by 
Sirmond at Paris, 1 and cor- 


responding to the ‘ag6t of the Be- 


XIV. iv. 


138 Of preaching 


tin’s works, he has another form in these words: ‘ Let us turn 
to the Lord, and bless his name, that we may have grace to 
persevere in his commandments, to walk in the way of his in- 
_ structions, and please him in every good work, &c.’ From all 
which it is manifest they used such short prayers both in the 
beginning and conclusion of their sermons, and sometimes, as 
occasion required, in the middle of them also, and that these 

were distinct from the common prayers of the Church. 
tose ag 14. Before they began to preach, it was usual also in many 
vobis {The places to use the common salutation, Pax vobis! Peace be unto 
ait red you! or, The Lord be with you! which was the usual preface 
commonly and introduction to all holy offices; to which the people an- 
pre eiie swered, And with thy spirit! This the author of the Consti- 
tutions?® calls xpéopynow, the salutation, giving this rule to the 
bishop newly ordained. ‘ After the reading of the Law, and the 
Prophets, and the Epistles, and the Acts, and the Gospels, let 
him salute the Church, saying, The grace of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and the love of God the Father, and the fellowship of 
the Holy Ghost, be with you all! and let all the people answer, 
And with thy spirit! And after this salutation, pera rhv 
apéapnotv, let him speak to the people the words of exhorta- 


nedictine Editors, (In Diebus Pas- 


sum deprecemur pro nobss, et omns 
chalibus, 27. de Halleluia,) does not < 


plebe sua adstante nobiscum tn atres 





conclude with those words: it ends 
with the same formula as the 67th 
Sermon of the Benedictine: (see 
n. 1g, preceding.) Converst ad Do- 
minum Deum, Patrem Omnspotentem, 
puro corde, &c. Neither in Sir- 
mond’s note on the place, (ad cale. 
Ed. ut supr. p. 217. sive in Oper. 
Sirmond. Venet. 1728. t. 1. p. 198.) 
is there any mention of Eugyppius, 
but merely the following remark :— 
Solemnis precatio, qua sermones suos 
claudere solebat Augustinus. jus 
in veteri codice prima tantum verba 


- de more legebantur, czetera descripta 


sunt ex Sermone 30. de Verb. Dom. 
[juxt. Ed. Bened. Serm. 106. c. 10. ] 
sed incertum est an eam in hoc ser- 
mone usurparit, an alterain brevio- 
rem, qualis est in Sermone 321. de 
Diversis, [juxt. Ed. Bened. Serm. 
362. c. 31. t. 5. p. 1437 d.] in hune 
modum: Conversi ad Dominum tp- 


domus sue, quam custodire protege- 
ed dignetur, per Jesum Christum 

lsum ejus, Dominum nostrum qué 
cum ea vivit et regnat in secula se- 
culorum. However the formula, as 
above, Audistis me, Sc., though not 

articularly noticed by Sirmond, is 
ound in the Thesaurus of Eugyp- 
pius, (Basil. 1542.) according to 
the reference. Ep. | 

23 L. 8. c. 5. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 392.) 
Mera ry dvayvacwy rou Nduoveai rap 
Lpodyray, rav re Emioro\@y nyo 
xai ray Lpagfewy, xa rev Evayyediov 
doracdcGe & xeporovnbets thy éx- 
xAnagiay, \éeyov' ‘H xapts rov Kupiouv 
jpav Ingo’ Xpicrov, ) ayarn Tov 
Qeov xal Harpéds, cai 7 xowwwvia rov 
“Aylov Ilvevparos, meta mavreoy Upper 
kai wdyres arroxpiwveoOwoay, Kai pera 
rou Livewpardss cov. Kai pera thy 
npdapnaw mpoodadnoaTo rp. rap 
Adyovs mapaxAncews. 
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tion.’ And that this author did not impose any new custom 
upon the Church appears from Chrysostom, who in several of 
his homilies makes mention of it. In his third Homily upon 
the Colossians, he says, the bishop, when he first entered the 
‘church, said, Peace be unto you all! and when he began to 
preach?4, Peace be unto you all! And a little before he says, 
the bishops used it éy rais mpoopiceot, by which he means 
their sermons, or at least the form of salutation itself, ushering 
in the sermon, as we have seen the author of the Constitutions 
understands it. Chrysostom?* adds, that the people returned 
the salutation of peace to him that gave it, saying, And with 
thy spirit! In another place? he says, ‘ Nothing is com- 
- parable to peace and unity : and for this reason the father, the 
bishop, when he enters the church, before he goes up to his 
throne, prays for peace to all; and when he rises up to preach, 
he does not begin to discourse before he has given the peace 
to all.’ In other places?” he opens the reason of this practice, 
by declaring the original intent and design of it. ‘For,’ he 
says, ‘it was an ancient custom in the Apostles’ days, when the 
rulers of the Church had the gift of inspiration, and spake as 
they were moved by the Holy Ghost, for the people to say to 
the preacher, Peace be with thy spirit! Therefore now when 
we begin to preach, the people answer, And with thy spirit / 
showing that heretofore they spake not by their own wisdom, 
but as they were moved by the Spirit.’ And though this gift 
of extraordinary inspiration had ceased, yet all preachers still 
were presumed to be under the conduct and assistance of the 
Spirit in a lower degree: and therefore he says in another 
place 28, ‘ that the Holy Ghost was in their common father and 


dpxeras Tis mpds pas BdarxaXias, 


24 Hom. 3. in ew 1338. See 
6. éws dy drat Pgh TH ie 


before, ch. 3. s. 8 n. 71. 


4 Ibid. p. 1339- “C. 11. p. 348d.) 4 Hom. p- 652. 
 Avrididdvres rep diddéyri id i . 10. p. 339 ) “EmaBay dpbiouecba 
pivay mohepovper ; : Mayes Kai rp Aéyew, dvrupbeyyera, Te 


TIvevpari cov, x. 1. 


2% Hom. 52. In eos ae gas oe 
junant. t. 5. p. 
deeos, Hom. at (t. 3 p. 614 ¢.) 
Ovder elpqyys icoy Kai ouppovias. 
Awa rovro xat cloudy é waTHp, ov 
mporepoy éml rop Opévor _dvaBaives 
rovroy, €ws dy dracw ipiy elpnvny 
emevénra’ cal dvagras ov mporepoy 


ovres €Xeyor, ovK , olxeig copia, adda 
T@ Uvevpurt xevovpevor. 

28 Hom. 36. de Pentecost. t. 5. 

-553- (t. 2. p. 463 b. ) El py) Ovedpa 
Aytoy hy év ro Kowp Toure warpl kai 
Bidar » ove dy dre mpd pixpou 
avéBn eet Td lepd» Bnya rovro, Kai 
naogw wpiv eexey elpnyny, nat ene- 
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teacher, (meaning the bishop,) when he went up into the epi- 
scopal throne, and gave the peace to them all, and they with 
one voice answered, And with thy spirit! And this, not only 
when he went into his throne, but also when he preached to 
them, when he prayed, and when he stood by the holy table 
to offer the oblation.’ And by this we may understand what 
Sozomen?? and others say of Chrysostom after his return from 
banishment, ‘ that the people forced him against his will, before 
he was synodically reinstated, to go up into the throne, and 
give them the peace in the usual form, and preach to them.’ 
Optatus®° speaks of the same custom in Afric, both in the 
beginning and end of their sermons. For he says, ‘ they used 
a double salutation: the bishop never began to speak to the 
people before he had first saluted them in the name of God. 
Every sermon in the church began in the name of God, and 
ended in the name of the same God.’ And by this he proves 
that Macarius, the Emperor's officer, did not take upon him the 
office of a bishop among the Catholics as the Donatists falsely 
objected against them. For though he spake to the people in 
the church, yet it was upon some other business, and not by 
way of preaching, which was the office of bishops, which they 
always began and ended with this salutation: but Macarius 
used no such salutation, and from thence he argues that he did 
not preach. Bona?! cites also Athanasius’s Epistle to Eusta- 


incipit episcopus ad populum dicere, 
nisi primo in nomine Dei populum 
salutaverit. Similes sunt exitus ini- 
tiis. Omnis tractatus in ecclesia a 
nomine Dei incipitur, et ejusdem 
Dei nomine terminatur. Quis ves- 
trum audet dicere episcoporum more 
Macarium populum ealutare? Igi- 
tur, cum nec salutaverit, antequam 
aliquid loqueretur, nec ealutare au- 
sus sit, postquam locutus sit, nec 
manum imposuerit, nec sacrificium 
Deo ritu episcopali obtulerit, quid 


PbeyEacbe abrg xowy mayres, Kal 
tT} Lvevpari cov. Tovro oUK dya- 
Baivorr: pdvov, ovdé diareyouerp 
mpos tas, ovde ebyopevp brep tudy 
raurny émipbeyyerbe ry ppnow, by 
Gray mapa ry lepdy ravrnv dorky 
tpane{ay' Sray riy pexryy éxelyny 
bvclay avadépew pedAp. 

29 L. 8. c.18. (v. 2. p. 349. 37°) 
“Ayovow abrdy ési rip éxxAnciay 

roupevdr Te, kal ro\Aans loyxu- 
Gpevov, xpijva: mpérepov ToUs Ka- 


rayndicapevovs avrov maddy aroWn- 


dicarba, ds lepevor Oéuss, nvayKa- 
cay tip elpnyny rp Aa@ pocerrey, 
cal els réy emoxomixdy xabioa Opd- 
yor’ avayxacbels dé, xal cy éd:dy rvva 
dceEnrAGe Adyor. 

L. 7. p. 112. (p. 84.) Episco- 
palis tractatus probatur.. .. saluta- 
tione geminata. Non enim aliquid 


est, quod dicitis pollui potuisse epi- 
scopale collegium, cum ab omni 
episcoporuin officio Macarium vide- 
shoes ae 1. 3. Pp. 73. 
p- 79.)-..Salutas de » qui non 
since Bes before, boy ch. 5. 
8. rf v. 4. p. 418. n. 88. Ep. | 

1 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 5. n. 1. 
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thius, where he inveighs against the Arian bishops, ‘ who in the 
beginning of their sermons used that kind word, Peace be with 
you! and yet were always harassing others, and tragically 
engaged in war.’ But as there is no Epistle under that tatle 
among Athanasius’s works”, I let it rest upon the credit of our 
author. 

15. But I cannot but observe, that among all the short But the use 
prayers used by the Ancients before their sermons, there is at ave ee 
never any mention of an Ave Mary! now so common in the selina 
practice of the Romish Church. Their addresses were all to ce has 
God, and the invocation of the Holy Virgin for grace and ents. 
assistance before sermons was a thing not thought of. They, 
who are most concerned to prove its use, can derive its original 
no higher than the beginning of thie fifteenth century. For 
Ferrarius °° ingenuously confesses that Vincentius Ferrerius 3) 
was the first ecclesiastical writer that ever used it before his 
sermons. Baronius has not a syllable of its antiquity in all his 
twelve centuries; there being a perfect silence both among 


the Ancients and all the Ritualists about it, till that Dominican 


and its usages. 


(p. 282.) Athanasius tandem Epi- 
stola ad Eustathium invehitur in 
quosdam episcopos, cum initio sa- 
crificii et sermonis blandum illud 
' proferrent, Pax vobiscum / cedias 
tamen excitabant, et alios affligebant, 
29 ae statement is correct 
according to Montfaucon’s edition 
of the works of Athanasius; (Paris, 
1698.) where this Epistle to Eusta- 
thius does not appear under that 
express title, but forms the Preface, 
as it were, to the Confutations of 
Seventeen Propositions, which, in 
that edition of Athanasius, come 
next after the Second Dialogue 
against Macedonianus. See amon 
the Dubia, which form the secon 
tome, or third volume, of that edi- 
tion, the first tome consisting of 
two parts: (t, 2. p. 560 f.) .... Kai 
ravta Spaparoupye: al. Spaparoup- 
yeiobas 8d rodA@y lepéwr' “OD rs 
amepod rodpys’ & ris adoprrov di- 
ans’ by mpooisoy lepovpyias re Kar 
wagxadias yAuxvraroy éxeiyvo, 
Elpnyn wacw' x. r.r.—The entire 
context completely justifies the re- 
mark which Bona makes.—See also 
the Ed. Patav. 1771. (t. 2. p. 491.) 


under the title, Epistola cujusdam, 
ut vi , prefationis loco scripta, 
in A oa motuum ecclestasticorum tra- 
gedia. Ep.] 

30 De Ritu Concion. 1. 1. ¢. 11. 
p. 30. (p. 42.) Non ita vetus autem 
esse laudabile hoc ecclesize institu- 
tum, ex eo facile crediderim, quod 
Beatus Vincentius Ferrerius, qui 
floruit anno Domini 1410, primus 
ex omnibus scriptoribus ecclesiasti- 
cis illius meminerit, dum singulis 
sermonibus suis preemittit ea verba, 
Salutetur Beata Virgo. Fatendum 
ut sit, illud vel a Beato Vincentio 
initium habuisse, vel certe ipsius 
Vincentii temporibus ccepisse fre- 
quentari. 

31 [Whom Bellarmine, de Scripto- 
ribus, (Colon. 1684. p. 227.) calls 
Vir apostolicus, and says : dica- 
vit multis in locis verbum Dei cum 
summa utilitate populorum, Deo 
cooperante et sermones ejus confir- 
mante sequentibus signis: &c. He 
was of the Order of Preachers. He 
died in 1418. See more in Whar- 
ton’s Append. to Cave, Oxon. 1743. 
t. 2. Append. p. 116. Ep.] 


142 Of preaching XIYV.-iv. 


preacher, in his abundant zeal for the worship of the Holy 
Virgin, began to use it before his sermons; from whose ex- 
ample, for he was a celebrated preacher in the age he lived in, 
it gained such reputation and authority, as not only to be pre- 
fixed before all their sermons, but to be adapted and joined 
with the Lord’s Prayer in the Roman Breviary. Ferrarius 
says all he can to justify a novelty; but nothing can clear this 
hyperdulia of idolatry ; and he might have spared his censure 
of Erasmus, who says a witty thing upon it ®?, ‘that their 
preachers were used to invoke the Virgin Mother in the begin- 
ning of their discourses, as the Heathen poets were used to do 
their Muses:’ for Epiphanius would have said much severer 
things against it had he had the like occasion given him to in- 
veigh against this idolatry as he had to censure that of the Col- 
lyridians *? ; but then this idolatry was confined to the weaker 
sex, and had not yet made its way into the pulpits, or any part 
of the liturgy of the ancient Church, when preachers were 
used to pray for grace and assistance only from Him who is 
the proper donor of it. 

16. I observe further, that as their sermons were thus 
usually prefaced with a short prayer, so they were sometimes 
introduced with a short form of benediction. This seems to 
have been peculiar to times of calamity and distress, or to 
happy deliverances out of them. There are instances of both 
kinds in Chrysostom’s sermons to the people of Antioch, when 
they were under apprehensions of being destroyed by the Em- 
peror’s displeasure. His fourth sermon 4 begins thus: ‘ Blessed 
be God, who hath comforted your sorrowful souls, and com- 


Sometimes 
their ser- 
mone were 
pre 

with a be- 
nediction. 


forted your wavering minds.’ 


82 [See his Apologia adversus 
Rhapsodias Calumniosarum Quere- 
monsarum, a Basil. ap. Froben. 
1531. (p. 168.) Sed si est fons gra- 
tize, quid opus est illi dicere Ora pro 
nobis ? Non est probabile eam con- 
suetudinem a gravibus viris induc- 
tam, sed ab inepto quopiam, qui, 
quod didicerat apud poétas propo- 
sitioni succedere invocationem, pro 
Musa supposuit Mariam.—Conf. ap. 
Erasm. Lugd. Bat. 1706. t. 9. col 
1165 f. sub tit. Veneratio 


trgints 
Deipare. Ep. |} 


His eleventh 25, twelfth 36, thir- 


83 See before, 8. 5. p. 109. n. 25. 

34 Hom. 4. ad Pop. Antioch. (t. 2. 
p. 48 d.) EvAoynrés 6 Oeds, 6 mrapa- 
kadeéoas ras oduvvapévas pov Wuyas, 
é ornpifas Sovoupevas tay ras da- 
vo 


ias. 

85 Hom. 11. (ibid. p. 114d.) "Er- 
eWay evvonow ray mapedOdvra yetpo- 
va, TY Tapovaay yaAnyny, ov mavopat 
Aé€ywr, Evdoyytés 6 eds, 6 moey 
sayra kal peracxevd{ay ard. 

36 Hom. 12. (ibid. p. 123 b.) Kat 
xOés elxov, Etdoynrés 6 Oceds’ wai 
onpepoy TO ard Touro mdAw Epa. 
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teenth 36, and twentieth 97 homilies begin much after the same 
manner. And his Homily after his Return from Banishment 3° 
is thus prefaced: ‘ What shall I say? what shall I speak? 
Blessed be God! This was the word which I spake when I 
went away; and this I repeat now at my return.’ And this he 
tells them he did after the example of Job, who in adversity, 
as well as prosperity, said always, ‘“‘ Blessed be the name of 
the Lord!” 

17. It appears further from those homilies and several Sometimes 
others 5°, both in him and other writers, that they sometimes yaaa 
preached without any text; only treating of such matters as seed ape 
they thought most proper for the occasion. 


and tts usages. 


But most com- coon more 
monly they took their text out of some paragraph of the ‘@xt# than 
Psalms or Lessons, as they were read. And sometimes they so 
ordered the matter, as to preach upon the Psalm, the Epistle, 
and Gospel, all together, when they were either accidentally or 
by their own appointment upon the same subject. Thus St. 
Austin preached upon the subject of praise and thanksgiving 
out of the Epistle, the Psalm, and the Gospel together 4°, be- 
cause they had all something relating to his subject. But they 
never showed so little reverence for Scripture as to choose 
their text out of Aristotle’s Ethics, as Sixtinus Amama ‘" tells 


Evdoynrés 5 Oeds* rovro elroy éfidy 
To pra, Tovro mdAww éravadapBave. 
[See my remarks at n. 85. p. 127. 
of this volume. Ep. 

89 Homm. 3-6. ad Pop. Antioch. 


(t. 2. pp. 35, seqq.) 
40 Serm 10. de Verb. Apost. t. ro. 


p. 112. [al. Serm. 176.] (t. 5. p. 
839 e.) Has tres lectiones, quantum 
pro tempore possumus, pertracte- 
mus, dicentes pauca de singulis, et 
quantum conari possumus, adju- 
vante Domino, non in aliqua earum 
immorantes, &c. 

Cited by 


36 Hom. 13. (ibid. p. 133 a.) "Amd 
TS aurns dpyns Kal THY avTey mpoos- 
plov, dy x és kal mpd éxeivns np&a- 
yyy, Kai onpepoy dpfopuat, nai cpa 
wiv, EvAoyntos 6 Ceds. 

37 Hom. 20. [al. 21.] (ibid. p. 
213 e.) "Awd trys pnoews, ad’ hs 
Get napa roy xatpdy Tay KwwduveY mpos 
Thy tperepay eidOew ayarny mpoot- 
pud{erOa, awd THs avrns TavTns Kal 
aonpepoy apkopas tov mpds tas dd- 
you, xal ép& ped” tpav, Evd s 6 
eds, 5 ry lepay ravrny doprny pera 

apGs cal evppocuvns modAns Kata- 
Yoogs Heas emereAéoat o7npepoy, xat 
Ty Kear» arodovs Te Topati, Kat 


4) Oratio de Barbarie. 
Mr. Seller in his Life of Justin 


roy totpeva Tois mpoBaras, roy b1- 
Sdoxadoy tois pabyrais, toy orpatn- 
yov Tois otparidras, rov apxtepea 
trois lepetow. Etdoyrris 6 Geds, J 
wor Umrep éxmeptrcod Sy alrovpeba, 
) vooupey. 

58 Hom. post Redit. t. 2. (t. 3. 
p- 424 a.) Ti elma; § ri Aadnoo; 


Martyr, p. 123. (Anti-Barbarus, p. 
8.) In nonnullis quoque locis eo de- 
ventum fuit, ut textus ex Ethica 
Aristotelis pro concione proposue- 
rint et interpretati sint; id quod 
dominus Melancthon suis se auri- 
bus audivisse testatur. 
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us one of the Romish preachers did at Paris in the hearing of 


Melancthon. 


18. Neither did they entertain their auditory with light 
and ludicrous matters, or fabulous and romantic stories, such 
as those with which preaching so much abounded in the 
age before the Reformation; of which Erasmus ‘?, and Fa- 
ber 43, and Hottinger ‘4, and many other learned men, have 
made so great and so just complaints. 


42 Morie Encomium, p. 176, &c. 
cOpe: an: Bat. 1703. t. 4. p- 475 
. 6.) Audivi ipsa quendam eximie 
stultum, erravi, doctum volebam di- 
cere, qui in concione celeberrima 
Divine Triadis mysterium explica- 
turus, quo et doctrinam suam non 
ostentaret, et theologicis 
satisfaceret auribus, nova prorsus 
ingressus est via, nimirum a literis, 
7 ear et oratione, tum a concor- 
ia nominis et verbi, adjectivi no- 
minis et substantivi, mirantibus jam 
plerieque, ac nonnullis Horatianum 
illud apud se muassitantibus, Quor- 
sum hec tam putida tendunt ? Tan- 
dem huc rem deduxit, ut in gram- 
maticorum rudimentis sic expres- 
sum ostenderet totius Triadis simu- 
lacrum, ut nemo mathematicorum 
in pulvere posset evidentius depin- 
gere. Atque in hac oratione @eodo- 
abba ille totos octo menses ita 
esudarat, ut hodie quoque magis 
cecutiat, quam talpee, nimiram tota 
luminum acie ad ingenii cuspidem 
avocata. Verum haud penitet ho- 
minem cecitatis, ac parvo quoque 
putat emptam eam gloriam. Audi- 
tus est nobis alius quidam octoge- 
narius, adeo theologus, ut in hoc 
Scotum ipsum renatum putes. Is 
explicaturus mysterium nominis Je- 
su, mira subtilitate demonstravit, in 
pee literis latere, quidquid de illo 
ici possit. Etenim quod tnbus 
duntaxat inflectitur casibus, id ma- 
nifestum esse simulacrum Divini 
Ternionis. Deinde quod prima vox 
Jesus desinat in s, secunda Jesum, 
in m, tertia Jesu, in u, in hoc dppn- 
roy subesse mysterium: nempe tri- 
bus literis indicantibus, eum esse 
summum, medium, et ultimum. 


Restabat mysterium his quoque re- 
trusius, mathematica ratione. Jesus 
sic in duas sequales diffidit portio- 
nes, ut scilicet penthemimeres in 
medio resideret. Deinde docuit, 
eam literam apud Hebreos esse vw, 
see ili Syn appellent ; porro Syn, 
torum opinor lin 

sonat: atque hinc i eclarari, 
Jesum esse, qui peccata tolleret 
mundi. Hoe tam novum exordium 
sic praca aun sunt ae 
precipue theologi, ut parum abfu- 
erit, guin illis acciderit, quod olim 
Niobe ; cum mihi ae a eve- 
nerit, quod ficulno illi Priapo, qui 
magno suo malo Canidim S 

que nocturna sacra vit, &e. 

45 Declamat. de Humane Vite 
Miseria. ap. Hotting. Hist. Eccles. 
Sec. 16. (part. 4. p. 1271.) Con- 
cionatorum vicem persepe vehe- 
menter indolui, quibus neacio que 
putida commentaria revolvenda sunt, 
quoties ad populum declamandum 
est. Aucupantur nonnulli sedulo 

uidem, sed parum scite, ut Meffret. 

uzdam non usquequaque recepta, 
sed propemodum anilia referunt ali- 
qui, ut discipulus. Multi nimium 
secure dormiunt, dum fere ubique 
dormitant. Quse, malum, insania 
est, divinum oratorem pro evange- 
lica veritate somnia quedam et ani- 
cularum visiones et terriculamenta 
referre? Miserebat me eorum, qui- 
bus illa deliria facessebant negotia. 
..-. Sola divini verbi declamandi 
facultas rudior, quam heec etas doc- 
ta ferat, atque impurior videbatur. 
Non enim sine magno meo vel sto- 
macho legi vulgus sermologorum, 
ut vocant. Nam occurrerunt ple- 
raque barbara et indigniora, que 


XIV. iv. 





§ 18. 
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There is one instance given by Hottinger out of one of their 
authentic Books of Homilies, which for its singular vanity, and 
to show the difference between the ancient and the modern 
way of edifying a popular audience, I shall here transcribe out 
of him, as he relates it in his history. He says ‘45, in a Book 
of Sermons composed by the theological faculty of Vienna, 
anno 1430, which was read in their monasteries and their 
churches, this ridiculous story is told, to recommend their 
relics to the people : ‘ That the thirty pieces of gold, (though the 


vel doctus homo legeret, vel imbi- 
beret auris Christiana, qu conatus 
sum, &c. 

44 Sec. 16. s. é: (part. 1. p. 263.) 
In cerimoniis plerique ernonend: 
quam fidei articulis tradendis erant 
crag iaeaainn Habeo hac de re Be- 
ati Rhenani judicium, epistola per- 
quam familiari, a. C. 1518, Basilea 
ad Zuinglium, in Helvetiorum ere- 
mo adhuc commorantem, perscripta, 
quod ex ipso ea diag in lucem 
producemus: Nihil est, quod magis 
doleat, quam quod video, Christia- 
num lum passim certmonitis ni- 
hil ad rem pertinentibus onerart, im- 
mo meris nentis. Et causam non 
aliam reperio, quam quod sacerdotes, 
per summulartos istos et sophisticos 
theologos decepti, ethnicam aut Ju- 
daicam doctrinam docent. De vulgo 
sacerdotum loquor. Neque entm me 
latet, te tuique similes issimam 
Christi philosophiam ex tpsts fonti- 

proponere, non Scoticis 
aut elicis tnterpretationibus de- 
pravatam; sed ab Augustino, Am- 
brosio, Cypriano, Hier » ger- 
mane et sincere expositam. Debla- 
terant sll nugas tr eo loco stantes, 
ubt, quidquid dicitur, populus veris- 
simum esse putat, de pontificta po- 
testate, de condonationtbus, de pur- 
gatorio, de fictts divorum miraculis, 
de restitutione, de contractibus, de 
votis, de penis inferorum, de Anti- 
christo, §c. 

45 Sec. 15. (pp. 63, seqq.) Pagina 
456 ex apocryphis quibusdam de- 
liramentis retert, triginta aureos, 
quibus Servatorem prodidit Judas, 
cusos esse ab Abrahami parente 
Theracho, fabro peritissimo, a quo, 
auctoritate et jussu regis Nimrodi, 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


primum nummum signatum orbis 
terrarum habuerit. Heereditario jure 
hos triginta nummos cessisse Abra- 
hamo, quibus ab Ephrone sepul- 
chrum emerit. Inde ad Ismaélitas 
devenisee, qui Josephum eodem pre- 
tio suum fhcerint. Josepho autem 
in ASgypto, fratribus frumentum 
vendenti, fuisse redditos, et thesauro 
regio additos. Ex thesauro paullo 
post Mosem obtinuisse, cum a rege 
ad subigendam A<thiopiam mitte- 
retur. Ea occasione regine Sabe 
a Mose fuisse oblatos dotis loco. 
Postea vero, cum Acthiopum regina 
Salomonem salutasset, argenteos il- 
lam nummos eidem donasse. Qui 
iterum gazophylacio regio addicti, 
Nebucadnezaris tandem urbem oc- 
cupantis preede cesserint. Cumque 
regem quendam Arabic haberet in 
comitatu suo, ex cujus posteris unus 
eorum fuerit regum, qui Christum 
Bethlehemi honoribus et muneribus 
affecerint, hoc ei Nebucadnezarem 
munus sponte destinasse. Atque 
sic a rege illo Orientali tam splendi- 
dum donum B. Virgini fuisse con- 
secratum. Mariam vero, Filium 
suum sistentem, munus hoc sacrum 
templo esse voluisse. Atque hoc 
ipsum tandem argentum pretium 
proditionis fuisse. Addit etiam ar- 
genteos istos, be aureos ante vo- 
caverat, post Christi passionem toto 
orbe dispersos et sanctis annumera- 
tos reliquiis esse. Unum quidem 
ostendi Rome ad introitum basi- 
licee Petri: sed aureum esse, et 
nummo Anglico majorem.—St. Ber- 
nard’s censure of such trifles is, In- 
ter seculares nuge nuge sunt, in 
ore sacerdotis blasphemiz. See De 
Consider. 1. 2. c. 13. (t. 2. p. 1037 d.) 


L 
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Scripture calls them silver,) which Judas had for betraying his 
master, were comed by Terah, Abraham’s father, who was a 
famous artificer under King Nimrod; that he gave them to his 
son Abraham; that Abraham therewith purchased the field of 
Ephron the Hittite; from whence they came into the hands 
of the Ishmaehtes, who therewith bought Joseph, when his 
brethren sold him into Egypt; that Joseph’s brethren paid 
them to Joseph when they went to buy corn in Egypt, and so 
they came into the king of Egypt’s treasury ; that hence they 
were given to Moses when the king of Egypt sent him with an 
army to subdue Ethiopia; that Moses upon this oceasion gave 
them as a dowry to the queen of Sheba; and the Ethiopian 
queen afterward made a present of them to King Solomon ; 
who put them into the treasury, where they continued till 
Nebuchadnezzar among the spoil seized them in the devasta- 
tion of Jerusalem; Nebuchadnezzar, having an Arabian king 
among his auxiliaries, made a present of them unto him; and 
of him sprang one of those Eastern kings who came to worship 
Christ at his birth, and made a present of them to the Virgin 
Mary; and the Virgin, when she presented her son in the 
temple, made them an offering for her purification. So this 
very silver, which was gold before, was the price which Judas 
had for betraying his master. And these silver pieces are 
there said to be dispersed over all the world, and kept as 
sacted relics, one of which in gold as big as an English noble 
is showed at Rome in the entrance of St. Peter’s church.’ One 
would hardly believe that such absurd and ridiculous fictions 
should have been authorized from the pulpit among the rules 
of eternal life, had not undeniable proof been often made 46 
that their breviaries and legends, as well as sermons, before 
the Reformation, were stuffed with such fables; though I be- 
lieve this story outdoes any in the Golden Legion, of which 
Ludovicus Vives ‘7 and Melchior Canus‘* so much complain, 


46 See Patrick’s Devotions of the 
Reman Church. Lond. 1674. 8vo. 
With two Digressions concerning 
the Reliques and Miracles in Mr. 
Cressy’s late Church History. Ep. ] 

47 De Tradendis Disciplinis, 1. 5. 
(p. 260.) Acta vero Apostolorum, 
&c. (Conf. Hottinger. Hist. Eccles. 
Sec. 16. 8. 3. (p. 260.) ex Ludov. 


Viv. 1. 2. p. 28. Indigna est divis et 
hominibus Christianis illa sancto- 
rum historia, que Legenda Aurea 
nominetur, quam nescio cur auream 
appellant, quum ecripta sit ab ho- 
mine ferrei oris, plumbei cordis. 
Quid fedius est bro? O quam 
pudendum est nobis Christianis, 
non esse preestantissimos nostrorum 
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14:7 


and Jacobus de Voragine 49 was but an ass to these men for 


invention. 
differed from this. 


Now let us see how the ancient way of preaching 


Justin Martyr*° makes it a plain but a very edifying way of 
instruction. For he says, ‘ when the writings of the Apostles and 
Prophets were read, the bishop made a discourse to exhort and 
excite the people to imitate and transcribe into their practice 
the good things they had heard read out of them.’ Their sub- 
jects, as Gregory Nazianzen+! describes the choice of them, 


divorum actus verius et accuratius 


memorize mandatos, sive ad cogni- 
tionem, sive ad imitationem tante 
virtutis, quam de suis ducibus, de 
eal et sapientibus homini- 


‘bus, tanta cura Greci et Romani 


perscripserint ? Grischov. | 

48 Loci Theolog. I. 11. c. 6. p. 533. 
(De Hum. Hist. Auct. p. 238. col. 2. 
et ap. Hottinger. ut supr. p. 333-) 
Dolenter hoc dico potius quam con- 
tumeliose, multo a Laértio severius 


-Vitas philoeophorum scriptas, quam 


a Christianis Vitas sanctorum ; lon- 
geque incorruptius et integrius Su- 
etonium res Ceesarum exposuisse, 
— exposuerint Catholici, non res 

ico imperatorum, sed martyrum, 
virginum, et confessorum. Ili enim 
in probis, aut philosophis, aut prin- 
cipibus, nec vitia, nec suspiciones 
vitiorum tacent, in improbis vero 
etiam colores virtutum produnt. 
Nostri autem plerique vel affectibus 
inserviunt, vel de industria quoque 
ita multa confingunt, ut eorum me 
nimirum non solum pudeat, sed 
etiam teedeat. Hos enim intelligo 
ecclesisze Christi cum nihil utilitatis 
attulisse, tum incommodationis plu- 
rimum. Nominibus parco, quoniam 
hujus loci judicium morum etiam 
est, et non eruditionis tantum, in 
ha liberior potest esse censura. 

am quz morum est, hec debet 

rofecto esse et in vivos cautior, et 
in mortuos reverentior. Certum est 
autem, qui ficte et fallaciter histo- 
riam ecclesiasticam scribunt, eos vi- 
ros bonos atque sinceros esse non 
posse, totamque eorum narrationem 
Inventam esse aut ad questum aut 
errorem, quorum alterum fodum 
eat, alterum perniciosum. 


49 [Floruit anno 1290. Rectius 
de Viragine, urbe Ligurum mariti- 
ma, oriundus S. Dominici familz 
bomen dedit, ejusque in Lombardia 
Provincialis, deinde totius ordinis 
Generalis, &c. .... Vir quidem in 
Deum devotus, in pauperes munifi- 
cus...pius magis quam doctus, etsi 
Augustini opera sedulo legebat, ejus- 
an pene omnia memoria tenuisse 

icitur. In rebus historicis, pre- 
sertim que de Vitis Sanctorum con- 
esait, nimium credulus, et in fa- 

ulis undique invasandis ad ludi- 
wig ineptus.— Vid. Cav. fg ‘1 
ter. Uxon. 1743. t. 2. p. 334. ED. 

50 Apol. 2. p.g8. See store, 8. 3. 


p- 103. n. 98. 
61 Sat. 1, de Fug. (t.1. p.1g d.) 


"Epot & ody mpay, aiverat, ov Tay 
arya ey on tyou rou mveuparos 

dvat kara Kaipdy ExagT@ Tov oot hs 
Td OiTOLET PLOY, Kal oiKxovopey ey Kplores 
THY GAnOevay rey nperépay Soypdrav" 
doa wept xdcpoy i} kdapov mrediA06- 
Pyrat, rept vAns, wept uxis, wep vou 
kai ray voepav ucewy, BeArubvav re 
kal xetpdvey, mepl rhs ra mdvra ouv- 
Seovons re xat dveEayovons mpovoias* 
doa re kara Adyor arayrav Soxei, nat 
doa rapa Adyor roy Kar Kal rdv ay- 
Opérrov’ ers re doa wept THs mparns 
npav ovordcews cai tis redevtaias 
avan\doews, Turwy re xal ddnbelas 
rat dcabnxay, cai Xpiorot mapovcias 
mporns te xal Sevrépas, capxaceds 
re, xat waQnparov, xal dyvadicens* 
dca re wept avaordcews, wept rédovs, 
mepi Kpicews, kat dyrarodécews oKu- 
Opwrorépas re xai évdoforépas’ rd 
xedAaoy, doa rept ris apxexns Kal 
Baoirsxns xal paxapias Tpidtos inro- 
Anrreéoy. 
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were commonly such as these: of the world’s creation, and the 
soul of man; of angels, as well those that kept, as those that 
lost their first integrity; of providence, and its wise laws and 
constitutions; of the formation of man and his restoration; of 
the two covenants, the types of the old, and the antitypes of 
the new ; of Christ’s first and second coming, of his incarnation 
and passion ; of the general resurrection and end of the world ; 
of the day of judgment, and the rewards of the just, and the 
punishment of the wicked ; and above all of the doctrine of the 
Trinity, which was the principal article of the Christian faith. 
In like manner Chrysostom >! puts his auditors in mind of what 
matters he liad used to preach to them, of the nature of the 
soul, of the fabric of the body, of the state of immortality, of 
the kingdom of heaven and the torments of hell, of the long- 
suffering of God and the methods of pardon; of the powers of 
repentance, of baptism, and the forgiveness of sins; of the cre- 
ation of the superior and inferior world; of the nature of men 
and angels; of the subtilty of Satan, and his methods and poli- 
cies; of the different opinions of the Christian world; of the 
true faith, and the gangrene of heresies, and other such myste- 
ries, which it behoves a Christian to be acquainted with. 

And deli- 19, And as they were thus careful in the choice of their sub- 

Wedel jects, so they were no less careful to put their well chosen 

affecting matter into the most useful and pleasing dress; that they 


dsui 3 6 
ra epg might answer the true ends of Christian oratory, and, as the 


pecitics of ‘Wise Man words it, [Prov. 25, 11.] make their “apples of 
ir hear- ; : : : 

era, with gold” appear the more beautiful by being set “in pictures of 
Mie m=picuity, silver.” 

andforceof ‘The design of Christian oratory,’ as St. Austin’? observes, 
argument. 


51 Hom. 24. de Bapt. Christ. t. 1. 
Pp. 309. (t.2. p. 368 c.) Ti yap, elré 
pot, ai oe tay avayxaiwy Suynod- 
peOa, dra rot émavrod f devrepoy 
wap’ nui hordvra, wep) Wuyijs, repi 
coparos, rept adavacias, wep Baci- 
Aelas rev otpavay, mepi KoAdoews, 
mepl yeévens, wept paxpobupias Geo, 
swept ovyyvouns, wept peravoias, repli 
Barricparos, wept apaptnpatray ade- 
gews, wept HS KTivews TavTNS THS 
dyw xai THis Kato, wept dvOpamwy du- 
cews, wepl ayyéAov, rept ris ray Sat- 
pdvey Kaxoupyias, wept roy te 
rou AcaBddou, mepl aoXcreias, repi 


Soyparayv, wept ris dépOns riarews, 
mepi rav duepSappevoy alpérewy; 
Tatra yap kai roAA@ wAciova rovrey 
roy Xptoriavoy eidévas xpi), Kal rov- 
Tov rayrey arodddprat Neyo Tois €= 


Ort. 

52 De Doctrin. Christian. 1. 4. c. 4. 
(t.3. part.1. p.66 d.) Debet igitur 
divinarum Scripturarum tractator 
et doctor, defensor rectze fidei ac de- 
bellator erroris, et bona docere, et 
mala dedocere: atque in hoc opere 
sermonis conciliare adversos, remis- 
sos erigere, nescientibus quid aga- 
tur, quid exspectare debeant inti- 
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‘is either to instruct men in the truth, or to refute their errors, 
or to persuade them to the practice of holiness and virtue, and 
dissuade them from the contrary vices. The first of these re- 
quires plain narration; the second, strength of argument and 
ratiocination ; and the third, the art and power of moving the 
mind and affections. And in doing each of these, the Christian 
orator =3, as he never speaks anything but what is holy, just, 
and good, so he endeavours to speak these in such a manner, 
as that he may be heard with understanding, with pleasure, 
and with obedience, as the chief thing of all. That he may be 
heard with understanding, he speaks everything with a natural 
plainness and perspicuity, and also a regard to men’s capacities 
and apprehensions. He reckons the greatest oratory of no use, 
if it cannot be understood: for** what signifies a golden key, 
if it cannot open what we intend? A wooden key is of more 
use, if it will answer the true design of a key, which is only 
to open what is locked up and shut before. Therefore the 
Christian orator labours chiefly at perspicuity in his speech, 
never thinking he has done justice to any truth by his elo- 
quence, unless he has also delivered it with a sufficient evidence 
to men of reasonable capacities and comprehensions. There 
are some things5> which are unintelligible in their own nature, 
or not to be understood by the ordinary sort of men, though 
they be spoken with never so much plainness of the orator: 
and therefore such things are seldom or never, without great 
necessity, to be handled in a popular audience. For the same 


mare....Si docendi sunt qui audi- 
unt, narratione faciendum est, si ta- 
men indigeat, ut res de qua agitur, 
innotescat. Ut autem, que dubia 
sunt, certa fiant, documentis adhibi- 
tis ratiocinandum est. Si vero, qui 
audiunt, movendi sunt potius quam 
docendi, ut in eo, quod jam sciunt, 
agendo non torpeant, ut rebus assen- 
sum, quas veras esse fatentur, ac- 
commodent, majoribus dicendi viri- 


bus opus est. Ibi obsecrationes et q 


increpationes, concitationes et coer- 
citiones, et queecunque alia valent 
ad commovendos animos, sunt ne- 


cessaria. 

58 Ibid. c. 15. (p. 76 e.) Agit ita- 
que noster iste eloquens, cum et 
justa, et sancta et bona dicit, neque 


enim alia debet dicere: agit ergo 
quantum potest, cum ista dicit, ut 
intelligenter, ut libenter, ut obedi- 
enter audiatur. 

54 Ibid. c. 11. (p. 74.) Quid enim 
prodest clavis aurea, si aperire quod 
volumus non potest? Aut quid ob- 
est lignea, si hoc potest, quando nihil 
queerimus, nisi patere quod clausum 
eat? 

& Ibid. c.9. (p. 73 b.) Sunt enim 

» quee Vi sua non intelligun- 
tur, aut vix intelliguntur, quantoli- 
bet et quantumlibet, quamvis pla- 
nissime dicentis versentur eloquio, 
quee in popul audientiam, vel raro, 
si aliquid urget, vel nunquam om- 
nino mittenda sunt. 
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reason, he that studies perspicuity and evidence will some- 
times neglect rhetorical expressions, and not regard how so- 
norous, but how significant his words are, to intimate and de- 
clare his sense to the minds of his hearers. For there is a 
diligens negligentia, an useful negligence, proper in this case 
to ecclesiastical teachers, who must sometimes condescend to 
improprieties of speech, when they cannot speak otherwise to 
the apprehensions of the vulgar: (as he notes*, that they were 
used to say ossum instead of os, to distinguish a mouth from @ 
bone in Afric, to comply with the understandings of their 
hearers :) for what advantage is there in purity of speech, when 
the hearer understands it not, seeing there is no occasion at all 
of speaking, if they, for whose sake we speak to be understood, 
apprehend not what we say?’ 

And for this reason, I doubt not, there are so many African- 
isms, or idioms of the African tongue, in St. Austin, because he 
thought it more commendable sometimes to deviate a little 
from the strict grammatical purity and propriety of the Latin 
tongue, than not be understood by his hearers. This was a 
laudable condescension in every respect, and much valyed by 
the Ancients, who thought it the first office of a preacher, to 
speak always to the capacity and understanding of his hearers. 
It is this which Nazianzen°” so highly commends in Athanasius, 
that he tempered his style according to the difference of his 
auditory: ho condescended to speak to mean capacities in a 
lower way, whilst to the acute his words .and notions were 
more sublime. And there was but one case in which they af- 
fected to speak any thing darkly and obscurely, and that was 
when they preached in a mixed auditory, where the catechu- 
mens were present, from whom they purposely intended to 
conceal some of the profounder knowledge of the Christian 


AIV. iv. 


% Ibid. c. 10. (p. 73 ¢.) Si enim 
non piguit dicere interpretes nostros, 
Non congregabo conventicula eorum 
de sanguinibus, quoniam senserunt 
ad rem pertinere, ut eo loco plurali- 
ter enuntiaretur hoc nomen, quod 
in Latina lingua tantummodo singu- 
lariter dicitur; cur pietatis docto- 
rem pigeat imperitis loquentem, os- 
sum potius quam os dicere, ne ista 
syllaba, non ab eo quod sunt ossa, 
sed ab eo quod sunt ora, intelligatur, 


ubi Afre aures de correptione voca- 
lium vel productione non judicant? 
Quid enim prodest locutionis inte- 
soana quam non sequitur intel- 
ectus audientis, cum loquendi om- 
nino nulla sit causa, si quod loqui- 
mur non intelligunt, propter quos, 
ut intelligant, loquimur ? 

57 Orat. 21. de Laud. Athanas. p. 
396. (t.1. p. 39 d.)...Ie{ds rois ra- 
meworepois, UYnAdrepos Tois perew- 
porepots. 
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mysteries for a time, and therefore they usually spake of them 
in a covert way, with an lacw ol pepunpévot, the initiated know 
what we mean, as being well understood by them, though they 
spake only by hints and dark terms upon the account of the 
catechumens: of the reasons of which discipline and practice, I 
have spoken largely heretofore**, and therefore need say no 
more of it in this place. 

The next thing which St. Austin 9 commends in his Christian 
orator 1s, ‘that he labours to be heard with pleasure,—¢t intel- 
ligenter, ut libenter,—for though a plain declaration of truth 
may satisfy those who regard nothing but truth, yet the 
greater part of men love sweetness and ornament of speech : 
and therefore if it be unpleasant, the benefit of it will reach but 
very few, who are desirous to hear what they ought to learn, 
though it be in a mean and uncomely dress. But the generality 
of men are not pleased with this: some similitude exists be- 
tween eating and speaking; and therefore because weak sto- 
machs cannot relish their most necessary food, without which 
they cannot live, their food is to be seasoned to make it plea- 
sant for them.’ Upon this account he commends the saying of 
an ancient orator ©, who said truly, ‘that an orator ought so to 
speak, as not only to teach and instruct, but also to delight and 
move. And some hearers are to be induced to hear by the 
pleasure of a discourse, which arises from the sweetness, and 
beauties, and ornaments of it.’ St. Chrysostom 5! inculcates the 
same rule, in describing the office of a bishop, ‘ whose task,’ he 
says, ‘was something the more difficult upon this account, be- 
eause men had generally nice and delicate palates, and were 


58 B. 10. ¢. £. V. 3. p. 850. 

59 De Doctrin. Eien, l.4. C. 
11. (t. 3. I. p.74 €.) Quod ta- 
men si fiat insuaviter, ad paucos 
quidem studiosissimos suus perve- 
nit fructus, qui ea que discenda 
sunt, quamvis abjecte inculteque di- 
cantur, scire desiderant. . .. Sed quo- 
niam inter se habent nonnullam si- 
militudinem vescentes atque discen- 
tes, propter fastidia plurimorum et- 
iam ipsa, sine quibus vivi non potest, 
alimenta condienda sunt. 

Ibid. c. 12. (p. 74 f.) Dixit 

quidam eloquens, et verum 
dixit, ita dicere debere eloquen- 


tem, ut doceat, ut delectet, ut flec- 
tat....Sicut est autem (p. 75 a.) ut 
teneatur ad audiendum, delectani das 
auditor...... Et sicut delectatur, si . 
suaviter loquaris, &c. 

61 De Sacerdot. 1.5. ¢.1. (t.1. p. 
415 Cc.) OU ydp mpds apédAeay, dAAd 
mpos TépYiw, axoverw elBicOnoay of 


grodXoi. ... l'evvalas oty bet xavravéa 


yeu Suvqrat a) : 
Tov Aady érerOas Kai cixesy. 
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inclined to hear sermons as they heard_ plays, rather for plea- 
sure than profit: which added to the preacher's study and la- 
bour; who, though he was to contemn both popular applause 
and censure, yet was he also to have such a regard to his au- 
ditory, as that they might hear him with pleasure to their 
edification and advantage.’ ‘It was not required, indeed, that 
every preacher should speak with the smoothness of Isocrates, 
or the loftiness of Demosthenes, or the majesty of Thucydides, 
or the sublimity of Plato,’ as the same St. Chrysostom ® words 
it: ‘ lower degrees of eloquence,’ says St. Austin, ‘ would please 
a Christian auditory, provided he had a decent regard to the 
common rules of eloquence, to say nothing obtuse, deformiter, 
Jrigide, nothing that was blunt, nothing that was indecent or 
unbecoming, nothing that was cold or languid; but every- 
thing acute, ornate, vehementer, with sharpness, and handsome- 
ness, and force :’ which are St. Austin’s rules® in this very 
case. ‘ Or if men could not attain to this perfection of exotic 
eloquence, yet there was a manly and majestic eloquence, an 
art of speaking wisely, which no one could fail of that would 
diligently study the Holy Scriptures. For there the subject is 
not only great and divine, but the diction also eloquent and 
beautiful ;’ as St. Austin ™ shows in several instances out of the 
Apostles and Prophets; ‘the style not glittering with sallies, 
and flashes of juvenile wit, which would not become a manly 
eloquence, but altogether agreeable to the dignity and autho- 
rity of the persons who were the inspired authors of it; who 
spake with an eloquence becoming both themselves and their 
subjects; such as is no ways inferior to the eloquence many 
times of the greatest masters and pretenders to it, and for its 
wisdom, which is the most true divine eloquence, far exceeds 
them.’ They therefore, who were well versed both in the 
phrase and sense of the Scriptures, and knew how to make a 


62 Thid. 1. 4. ¢.6. (p. 412 a.) "Eyo 
dé ef pév ri Aedrytra "Iooxpdrovs 
amyrouy, at roy AnpooGévous Syxov, 
cal rhv Sovkvdi8ov cepydéryta, «at 
THAdrovos twos, x.r.X. 

63 De Doctrin. Christian. 1.4. c. 5. 
(t. 3. part.1. p. 66 f.) Sed cum alii 
faciant obtuse, deformiter, frigide; 
alii acute, ornate, vehementer ; illum 


ad hoc opus unde agimus jam opor- 
tet accedere, qui potest disputare vel 
dicere sapienter, etiamsi non potest 
eloquenter..... Sapienter (p. 67 a.) 
autem dicit homo tanto magis vel 
minus, quanto in Scripturis sanctis 
magis minusve profecit. 

Ibid. cc. 6, 7, tot. (pp. 68. . 72.) 
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proper use and application of them, could never want true 
eloquence to recommend their discourses with pleasure to 
their hearers. And indeed the very custom of applauding the 
preachers publicly in the church, of which more by and by, 
[in the twenty-seventh section, ] is a certain evidence that they 
were commonly heard with pleasure. 

The last thing which St. Austin commends in the Christian 
orator is, ‘ that he endeavours to be heard obedienter ; that is, 
speaks to the conviction and persuasion of his hearers; con- 
vincing their judgments by sound and solid reasonings; and 
raising the affections, and drawing them into compliance by 
such motives, and methods, and addresses as are proper to 
work upon the several passions of human nature, and bend and 
subdue the will, and lead it captive into the obedience of 
faith. When the sacred orator has done this, he is at his 
utmost height : then he leads his hearers, as it were, willingly 
in triumph, having gained a complete and pleasing victory 
over them.’ ‘ For,’ as St. Austin again observes, ‘ till men are 
wrought into compliance and obedience by the orator, they are 
not properly conquered by him. For they may be taught and 
pleased®5, and yet yield no compliance or practical assent ; 
without which the two former are of no advantage: but when 
his oratory has gained their wills, it has then subdued all 
opposition, and gotten a complete victory.’ ‘ Now this is done,’ 
as St. Austin there goes on to intimate, ‘when the orator can 
bring men to love what he promises, to fear what he threatens, 
to hate what he rebukes, to embrace what he commends, to 
sorrow for what he aggravates as sorrowful, to rejoice at what 
he amplifies as matter of rejoicing, to commiserate those whom 
he represents before their eyes as objects of compassion, to 
avoid and fly from those whom he brands and stigmatizes as 
dangerous persons, and gives them terrible apprehensions of, 
as men with whom it is not safe to converse: and whatever 
else may be done by force of grand eloquence, to move the 
minds of the hearers, not to know what they are to do, but to 
do what they already know to be their duty to do.’ This he 


65 Ibid. c.12. (p. 76 ¢.) Ideo-au- non assentiatur. Quid autem illa 
tem victoriz est flectere, quia fieri duo proderunt, si desit hoc tertium? 
potest ut doceatur, et delectetur, et 
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calls® by the name of grandis eloquentia et gravis, grand 
and grave eloquence, and opposes it to what he calls spumeus 
verborum ambitus, that light and frothy sort of eloquence, 
which ‘consists only in a jingling multiplicity of words, which 
does not become any subject, much less the gravity of a 
Christian discourse upon the weightiest and most serious of all 
subjects, where nothing is said but what is great, as having no 
regard to the affairs of this temporal life, but to the things of 
eternal happiness and eternal misery. For if a Christian orator 
speaks of temporal things, though they be small in themselves, 
yet they are great in his way of handling them; because he 
treats of them with respect to justice and charity, and piety in 
the use of them, which are great things in the smallest 
matters. As when the Apostle speaks of going to law for 
pecuniary matters, (1 Cor. 6,1, &c.) he uses all the force of 
grand eloquence, raising his indignation, correcting, upbraiding, 
rebuking, threatening, and showing the concern of his soul by 
sharpening his style into the utmost keenness and quickness of 
expression; not because secular affairs deserved all this, but 
for the sake of justice, charity, and piety, that were so deeply 
concerned in them.’ Thus he observes again®, ‘ that a cup of 
cold water is but a small thing in itself, but it was preat in our 
Lord’s mouth when he said, he that gives it to a disciple shall 
not lose hisreward.’ He adds®, ‘that he himself once spake 
so movingly and affectionately, by the help of God, upon that 
subject to the people, that out of that cold water there arose a 
flame which warmed the cold hearts of men, and inflamed 
them to do works of mercy in hopes of an heavenly reward.’ 
But he observes further, ‘that although a preacher upon this 
account ought never to speak but of great things, yet he is not 


mum aliquid atque vilissimum Do- 
quippe jam remanet ad consensio- minus ait, quod eum qui dederit 
nem flectendus eloquentie grandi- discipulo ejus non perdet mercedem 
tate, &c.—-C. 14. (p. 76 c.) Nec illa suam. 

suavitas delectabilis est, qua non 6 ae. c. 18. (P. gc.) Nonne 
quidem iniqua dicuntur, exigua quando accidit ut de hac re loque- 
et fragilia bona spumeo verborum remur ad populum, et Deus it 


66 Ibid. c. 13. (p. 75 g-) Ipse 


ambitu ornantur, quali ne magna 
atque stabilia decenter et graviter 


ornarentur. 

67 Ibid. c. 18. (p. 79 b.) Nisi forte 
quoniam calix aque frigids res mi- 
nima atque vilissima est, ideo mini- 


ut non incongrue diceremus, tan- 
vam de illa aqua frigida qneedam 
amma surrexit, que etiam frigida 
hominum pectora ad misericordiz 
opera facienda celestis merce- 
dis, accenderet. Ep. |] 
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always obliged to do this granditer, in the way of vehement 
and grand eloquence, or the elated and lofty style; but when 
he speaks only to inform the judgment, the submiss or low 
style is to be used, as more proper for doctrinal instruction ; 
and the temperate or middle style, when he speaks to praise 
or dispraise: but when any thing is to be done, and they to 
whom he speaks are unwilling to do it, then those things which 
are great in themselves are to be spoken granditer, in a grand 
and vehement style, or in such a way as is proper to incline 
and bend the wills of the hearers. And sometimes every one 
of these three ways is used about the same subject ; the sub- 
miss style, when any doctrine is delivered about it; the tem- 
perate style, when any commendation is to be given to it; and 
the grand style, when the mind that is averse from its duty is 
to be converted and forcibly introduced to practise it. Thus, if 
@ man is discoursing concerning God: to show the Unity of 
the Trinity, he ought only to reason in the submiss and plain 
way, that what is difficult to be conceived may be understood, 
as far as men are capable of understanding it. Here is no 
ornament required, but only plain documents and instruction. 
But when God is to be praised, either in himself or his works, 
then there is a fair occasion for beautiful and splendid oratory, 
to extol him whom no man can sufficiently praise. And again, 
if his worship be neglected, or other things be taken in to rival 
him in his worship, whether they be idols or devils, or any 
other creature, then the evil of the practice is to be aggravated 
with all the grandeur and vehemence of oratory, to dissuade 
and turn men from it.’ And he gives us several instances of 
all the three kinds, both out of Scripture and the ancient 
writers, Cyprian and Ambrose, assuring us in the end, ‘ that 
what he had said of those two might be found in the writings 
and discourses of other ecclesiastical men, who treated always 
of weighty subjects in a proper manner, that is, as the matter 
required, with perspicuity and acuteness, with ornament and 
beauty, with ardency and grandeur in their applications.’ 


© Ibid. c. 19. (p. 79 d.) Et tamen 
cum doctor iste debeat rerum dictor 
esse Magnarum, non semper eas 
debet granditer dicere; sed sub- 
misse, cum aliquid docetur; tempe- 
rate, cum aliquid vituperatur sive 


laudatur. Cum vero aliquid agen- 
dum est, et ad eos loquimur, qui 
hoc agere debent, nec tamen volunt, 
tune ea, que magna sunt, dicenda 
sunt granditer, et ad flectendos ani- 
mos congruenter. 
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So that if we will take St. Austin’s character of the ancient 
preachers 7°, it was in short this: that their discourses were 
always upon weighty and heavenly matters, and their style 
answerable to the subject, that is, plain, elegant, majestic, and 
nervous; fitly adapted to instruct, to delight and charm, and 
to convince and persuade their hearers; and if their method 
was different from ours, or not so exact and visible to the 
hearers, that must be imputed to custom and the times they 
lived in; for every age has its peculiarities and proper taste 
of things: and though I believe the modern way of methodizing 
sermons to be most useful to the hearers; yet if the question 
were to be determined by the rules and practice of the most 
famous orators, whether an open or a concealed method were 
fittest to be chosen, the judgment and decision would fall upon 
the side of the Ancients. However, if they failed in this, they 
made it up in other excellencies, by their perspicuity and clear- 
ness, their elegancy and fineness, their sublimity of thought and 
expression, and above all, by the flaming piety of their lives, 
corresponding to their doctrine, and giving the greatest force 
and energy to all their discourses. For, as St. Austin?! truly 
observes in the last place, ‘ the life of the preacher has more 
weight in it than the greatest grandeur and force of elo- 
quence, to induce his hearers to obedience: for he that 
preaches wisely and eloquently, but lives wickedly, may edify 





70 Tbid. c. 21. (p. 86d.) Et in his 
autem, quos duos ex omnibus pro- 
ponere volui, et in aliis ecclesiasticis 
viris, et bona, et bene, id est, sicut 
res postulat, acute, ornate, arden- 
terque dicentibus, per multa eorum 
scripta vel dicta possunt hec tria 
genera reperiri, et assidua lectione 
vel auditione, admixta etiam exerci- 
tatione, studentibus inolescere. 

71 Ibid. c. 27. (p. 89 f.) Habet 
autem, ut obedienter audiatur, quan- 
tacunque granditate dictionis majus 
pondus vita dicentis. Nam qui sa- 
pienter et eloquenter dicit, vivit au- 
tem nequiter, erudit quidem multos 


discendi studiosos, quamvis anime 
sue sit inutilis, sicut scriptum est*. 
..-. Multis itaque (p. go b.) prosunt 
dicendo, quz non faciunt : sed longe 
pluribus prodessent faciendo, qu 
dicunt. Abundant enim, qui male 
vite suse defensionem ex ipsis suis 
preepositis et doctoribus querant, 
respondentes corde suo, aut etiam 
si ad hoc erumpunt, ore suo, atque 
dicentes, Quod mihi precipis, cur 
ipse non facis? Ita fit, ut eum non 
obedienter audiant, qui se ipse non 
audit, et Dei verbum, quod eis pree- 
dicatur, simul cum ipso predicatore 
contemnant. 


# [Editi, Siout scriptum est, Scribe et Pharisai in cathedra Moysi sederunt ; 
qua dicunt facile; quae autem faciunt facere nolite: dicunt enim et non fuciunt. 


Abest ab omnibus MSS. hec Scripture sententia, hunc in locum, opinamur, 
immissa propter clausulam, Sicut scriptum est; que referenda facrat ad pre- 
cedentia verba ex Eccles. 37,19, &c. Ed. Bened. in loc.) 
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some, who are desirous to learn and observe the commands of 
Christ ; as many will learn from the Scribes and the Pharisees, 
who sit in Moses’s chair, and say, and do not; but he that 
lives as he speaks will advantage abundance more. For men 
are very apt to ask this question, Quod mihi precipis, cur 
tpse non facis? Why dost not thou do that which thou com- 
mandest me todo? And so it comes to pass that they will 
not obediently hear him, who does not hear himself, but con- 
temn both the word of God and the preacher together. But 
he whose life is unblamable, his very example is grand ora- 
tory, and his form of living, an eloquent discourse 7*,—copia 
dicendi forma vivendi.’ And by these methods, what by their 
oratory, what by their example, the Ancients gained so much 
upon their hearers, as often to receive their public acclama- 
tions, and hear their groanings, and see their tears, and, what 
was most delightful of all, found the happy effects of their 
labour in their holy obedience and sincere conversion. But of 
these more presently, when we come to the hearers, having 
made two or three remarks more concerning the preachers. 

20. And among these, I must observe one thing negatively, That it was 
that it was no part of the ancient oratory to raise the affections roa dd : 
of their hearers, either by gesticulations, or the use of external oratory to 
shows and representations of things in their sermons, as is now coneent 
very common in the Romish Church, especially when they gesticuls- 
preach upon our Saviour’s passion, to produce a cross, and sauce 
the image of Christ bound to a pillar, and whip it to death, of things. 
and show the nails, and tear a veil, and many other the like 
things to create sorrow in their hearers. Ferrarius?? owns 


72 Ibid. c. 29. (p. 91 a.) .... Ita 
conversetur, ut non solum sibi pre- 
mium comparet, sed etiam prebeat 
aliis exemplum, et sit ejus quasi 
copia dicendi, forma vivendi. 

3 De Ritu Concion. |]. 1. c. 31. 
(p. 134.) Scio, permultis non admo- 
um probari concionatores illos, qui 
ad excitandos affectus animosque 
permovendos, externa signa, fictas- 
que personas, ac corporeas quasdam 
imagines, producunt nonnunquam 
in auditorum prospectum. Quibus 
ego, ut id, quid sentio, dicam, haud 
repugnanter assentior; ob eam po- 


tissimum causam, quod in his pro- 
ducendis, queedam szpe occurrunt, 
quz risum magis excitent, quam 
moveant dolorem. Quoniam tamen 
oculorum sensus omnium acerrimus 
est, validiusque irritant animos, que 
oculis subjiciuntur, quam que de- 
missa per aures influunt; non gra- 
vate concesserim, posse pon nun- 
quam, presertim in concionibus de 
venerandis Christi Domini cruciati- 
bus, ad multitudinis animos solici- 
tandos et commovendos, si modo 
prudenter istud et opportune, non 
frigide et affectate procedat, signa 
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there was no such practice among the Ancients, and confesses, 
that except it be done very appositely and prudently, it is 
more apt to excite laughter than sorrow. And which of the 
two it often produces, is easy to guess, as well from the nature 
of the thing, as the complaints of wise men against it. What 
Ferrarius produces out of Chrysostom 74, bidding the people 
take St. John Baptist’s head into their hands, and carry it 
home with them and hear it speak, is nothing to the purpose: 
for this is only a rhetorical scheme, made up of two usual 
figures among orators, hypotyposis and prosopopeia, that is, 
a lively description of a thing, and an introduction of a 
person speaking ; which are figures that have a mighty in- 
fluence upon the mind to raise in it a just concern, but are no 
precedents for such practices as rather incline men to ridicule 
and laughter, of which there is no footstep in the ancient oratory 
of the Church. | 


Of the 21. Next to the matter and style of their sermons, the ques- 
rier eae tion may be asked concerning the length of them. Ferrarius75 
mons. § and some others are very positive that they were generally an 


hour long: but Ferrarius is at a loss to tell by what instrument 
they measured their hour; for he will not venture to affirm 
that they preached as the old Greek and Roman orators de- 





queedam externa proferri, nec non 
et suppliciorum ee in au- 


ditorum ae pata ge 
74 Hom. 14. Pop. Antioch. 
p. 177. (t. 2. Pare ) Kal yap 


Bapexddega mpeny tis THY Keadny 
"Ie@dsvou AaBcvras Grorerunpéyny, kal 
Beppod Tou aiparos ére droord{ovcay, 
oures dredOeiy otxade ExacToy, Kai 
vonife mpd rev opOadpay dpav 
y adueioay aati ead i 


ry 
éxelyny pi Sapp keharny. Td erin 3) 
Tovro «al viv mapaxaho, xal mapa- 
Kadéy ob mavopat, Gore Srov wep dy 
Gr. 


leper, ravryy Bacrd{ovres rv xe- 


a dsrévat, cal macw atrjy em- 
reptivar who yap opstpa hye 
aTriyyopouc: 
Sabypo Kat ‘Edlyepo Tous 3d Bad pors 
THIS xepahis éxelyns épavres poy 
eis nas Brérovras, are ouvras 
duvvovcr, xadwwod gayros ¢ évrovésTepoy 
To PéBe Tour caxpponaderres, dy- 
xew Kal amorrpéepew Suvnrdueba p Peo 
Sies rh» yA@rray awd ris énl rovus 
Sprovs dppins. 
5 De Ritu Concion. 1. 1. ¢. 34. 
fs 144.) Prolixiori dicentis oratione 
auditorum animos abalienari potius 
ac debilitari, quam ac conciliari, 
fatentur omnes. Huic igitur certo 
ac communi malo ut medicinam fa- 
cerent ecclesis patres in concionan- 
do, determinatum dicendi tempus, 
fay fereque unius hore spatio conclu- 
sum, aut ipsi sibi precacribebant, aut 
ab ae preefinitum religiose obser- 
va 
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claimed, by an hour-glass; which yet he might have said with 
as much truth, as that all their sermons were an hour long, 
from no better proof, than their mentioning sometimes the 
hour of preaching, which signifies no more than the time in 
general, as, “the hour of temptation,” and “the hour cometh,” 
and “my hour is not yet come,” are often used in Scripture. 
It is a more just and pertinent observation of Bishop Wetten- 
hal’s75, that their sermons were often very short: there are 
many in St. Austin’s tenth tome [of the old Editors, or the 
fifth of the Benedictines,| which a man may pronounce dis- 
tinctly and deliver decently in eight minutes, and some almost 
in half the time: and such are many of those of Leo, Chryso- 
logus, Maximus, Ceesarius Arelatensis, and other Latin Fathers. 
Some of St. Austin’s are much longer, and so are the greater 
part of Ghrysostom’s, Nazianzen’s, Nyssen’s, and Basil's; but 
scarce any of them would last an hour, and many not half the 
time: and when it is considered, that they had many times 
two or three sermons at once, (or, rather, in succession during 
the same service,] as I have shown’6 it was very usual in 
Chrysostom’s church, it would be absurd to think that each 
of them was an hour long, when the whole service lasted not 
above two hours in the whole; as Chrysostom?’ often declares 
in his sermons, making that an argument to the people, why 
they should cheerfully attend divine service, since of seven days 
in the week God had only reserved one to himself, and on that 
day, exacted no more than two hours, like the widow’s two 
mites, to be spent in his service. 
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ras Aowras airés éye.—Hom. 1. de 


7& Gift of Preaching, ch. 2. (p.666.) 
There are an hundred of St. Austin’s 
Sermons, &c. (See ibid. (at the 
bottom of the page) where Wetten- 
hal maintains that these short ser- 
mons of Augustine, Chrysostome, 
and Bernard were ‘ extemporaneous 
discourses or such, at the utmost, 
which Sr thought furnished, 


ore, 8.6. p. 110, pre- 


poomne: 

om. 48. de Inscript. Altar. 
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Whether 22. It may be inquired further, Whether all preachers were 
was obliged obliged to deliver their own compositions, or were at liberty to 


dl pia use the compositions of others? To this it has been already 
own J eye 

composi- answered in some measure, that the homilies of famous preach- 
pear ila ers, such as Chrysostom, and Ephrem Syrus, were often read 
andser- instead of other sermons from the pulpit in many churches. 
soaed be " And Mabillon7® says, those of Cesarius Arelatensis were read 
others. 


in the French Churches; where also deacons were authorized 
by the Council of Vaison 79, in cases of necessity, when the 
. preaching presbyter was disabled, to read the homilies of the 
ancient Fathers in country-churches. Neither was this only 
the practice of deacons, but bishops sometimes also did the 
same. For Gennadius ®° says, Cyril of Alexandria composed 
many homilies, which the Grecian bishops committed to me- 
mory, in order to preach them. He says the same of Sal- 
vian 8!, the eloquent presbyter of Marseilles, ‘that he wrote 
many homilies for bishops, homilias episcopis factas multas :’ 
which Ferrarius 52 and Dr. Cave ®3 understand, not of homilies 
made before bishops, but for their use: whence he is also 
styled by Gennadius, in the same place, episcoporum magister, 
the teacher or master of bishops, because they preached the 
eloquent homilies which he composed. Ferrarius * and Sir- 


78 De Liturg. Gallican. 1. 2. p. 5. 
(p. 99.) In homiliario Sancti-Gal. 
lensi, literis majusculis ab annis 
mille scripto, duo sermones haben- 
tur pro die Dominica ante natale 
Domini, sed inscripti hoc modo: 
Dicendum seu Dictum ante natale 
Domini, sine ulla mentione Adven- 
tus per totum illud corpus homi- 
liarum, quze annum tunc lege- 
bantur, plereeque ex Ceesario epi- 
scopo Arelatensi. 

79 Vasens. 2. [al. 3.] c. 2. (t. 4. 
p- 1680 b.) Si presbyter, aliqua in- 
firmitate prohibente, per se ipsum 
non potuerit predicare, sanctorum 
patrum homilie a diaconibus re- 
citentur. 

8 De Scriptor. c. 57. (int. Oper. 
Hieron. t. 2. p.g73.) Cyrillus, Alex- 
andrine ecclesiz episcopus, ... ho- 
milias composuit plurimas, que ad 
declamandum a Grecis episcopis 
memorize commendantur. 


81 Ibid. c.67. (p.977.)... Scripsit 
scholastico et aperto sermone multa 
.... Composuit .... homilias epi- 
scopis factas multas, &c. 

De Ritu Concion. 1. 2. ¢. 7. 
[al. 14.] (p. 191.) .... Aliquos con- 
suevisse aliquando ut suas pronun- 
tiare aliorum homilias, facile credet, 
ar eorum meminerit, que 
et de Cyrillo Alexandrino ssa v4 
et de Salviano Massiliensi prodidit 
Gennadius; ... Salvianus . ; 
sit multa, ew quebus legi 


Pin, Cent. 5. P 
t. 3. p. 215.) Il a aussi composé plu- 
sieurs homelies pour quelques évé- 


ques. 

$4 Tbid. ubi supr. n. 82. (p. 192.) 
Ennodius, (id ques ab eruditissimo 
viro Jacobo Sirmondo (t. 1. pp. 
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mondus ®5 observe the same of the Dictiones Sacre, or Ser- 
mons of Ennodius, which are said to be written by him, and 
spoken by others: Honoratus, bishop of Novaria, is named 
for one. St. Austin more particularly considers this question, 
and makes a case of conscience of it. For having laid down 
all the rules of Christian oratory for those who had ability to 
compose, he at last confesses *, ‘ there were some, who though 
they could speak well, were not able to invent and compose an 
handsome discourse of their own:’ and he does not severely 
condemn them, or with a magisterial air debar them from 
preaching, but with a great deal of tenderness says favourably 
in their case, ‘that if they take that which was elegantly and 
wisely written by others, and commit it to memory, and preach 
it to the people, if they are called to that office, they are not 
‘to be blamed as doing an ill thing. For by this means there 
are many preachers of truth, which is very useful, and not 
many masters, whilst they all speak things of the one true 
Master, and there are no schisms among them. Neither ought 
such men to be deterred by the words of the prophet Jere- 
miah, (23, 30.) by whom God rebukes those who steal his 
‘words every one from his neighbour. For they which steal 
‘take away that which they have no right or property in: 


1734, 1736.) annotatum fuit) Sa- 
cram secundam scripsit ipse qui- 
‘dem, sed ut gratiam iniret ab 
-Honorato, Novarize episcopo, qui 
eam pronuntiavit ut suam. Tertia 
etiam ab Ennodio composita est, 
sed a Stephano Vicario recitata. 
Ipsamet autem earundem Sacrarum 
‘inscriptio hoc idem haud obscure 
indicat: etenim secundz titulus is 
est, Dictto missa Honorato ept copo 
Novarienst in dedicatione Basilica 
. Apostolorum, ult templum fuit tdolo- 
rum. Tertia vero ita inscribitur, 
Dictio data Stephano V. S. Vicario, 
dicenda Mazimo episcopo. Verba 
enim illa, missa, data, dtcenda, 
‘satis revincunt, scriptas quidem illas 
.ab Ennodio, sed ab lis deinde 
dictas. Exstant alize id genus non- 
nullz dictiones apud eundem En- 
nodium; quas qui leget, fatebitur 
procul dubio, ab ipso fuisse certe 
.elucubratas, sed ab aliis omnino 
pronuntiatas. 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


85 Not. in Ennodium, Dictio 3. 
See the preceding note. 

8 De Doctrin. Christian. 1.4. c.29. 
(t. g. Part. I. p. gra.) Sunt sane 
quidam, qui bene pronuntiare pos- 
sunt, quid autem pronuntient, ex- 
cogitare non possunt. Quod si ab 
aliis sumunt eloquenter sapienterque 
conscriptum, memoriseque commen- 
dent, atque ad populum proferant, 
si eam personam gerunt, non im- 
poe faciunt. Sic enim, quod pro- 
ecto utile est, multi preedicatores 
veritatis fiunt, nec multi magistri, 
si unius veri magistri id ipsum 
dicant omnes, et non sint in eis 
schismata. Nec deterrendi sunt isti 
voce Jeremiz prophet, per quem 
Deus arguit eos, qui furantur verba 
ejus, unusquisque a proximo suo. 
Quo enim furantur, alienum au- 
ferunt: verbum autem Dei non est 
ab eis alienum, qui obtemperant ei: 
eee ille dicit aliena, qui cum 

icat bene, vivit male. 

M 
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which cannot be said of those who obey the word of God, 
but rather belongs to those who speak well, and live ill.’ 
From whence he concludes; ‘It is very lawful for a man to 
preach the composition of other more eloquent men, provided 
he compose his own life answerable to God’s word, and earnestly 
pray to God that he would make his word in his mouth edify- 
ing to others.’ 

Their ser- 23. I must note also, that they always concluded their 

mons al- 

ways con- sermons, as we now do, with a doxology to the Holy Trinity, as 

Samay may be seen not only in the Sermons of St. Austin, Chrysostom, 

to the Holy Basil, Leo, Fulgentius, and others who lived after Arius 

Trinity. broached his heresy against the divinity of our Saviour ; but 
also in those of Origen, and others who lived before, such as 
Dionysius of Alexandria, and the rest that are mentioned by 
St. Basil 87, who had seen their Homilies, out of which he wrote 
a vindication of that ancient form against some who pretended 
to charge him with innovation for using a form, which he says 
the Ancients had always used before him. 

Sermons 24. There are some other incidental things taken notice of 


delivered b : . : : : 
the ihe by Ferrarius, which are either very minute in themselves, or 


rdipliqaacae are more proper to be spoken of in other places ; such as the 
part. deacon’s causing silence to be made before sermons, and the 


preacher’s reading his text over again after the readers; and 
his appointing lessons to be read agreeable to his subject ; and 
giving notice of them the week before to the people; as also 
the reading of the Acts of the Martyrs before sermon upon their 
proper festivals; the giving notice of Easter and Lent on the 
day of Epiphany in their sermons; the notification of vigils, 
and fasts, and festivals; and appointing collections for the 
poor; preaching covertly of the mysteries of religion before 
the catechumens; complimenting the bishops that were present 
in their sermons; the distinction of places for the hearers; the 
usual appellations of love. and respect that were given them; 
the usual place of the sermon, some eminency in the church, 
the ambo or reading desk, or else the bishop’s throne, or the 
steps of the altar; the usual days of preaching, the Lord’s- 
day, the Saturday or Sabbath, the vigils and festivals, the 
anniversaries of bishops’ consecrations, and dedication of 

& De Spirit. Sanct. c. 39. (t. 3. part. 1. p. 84 e. n. 72.) Elpnvaios éxeivos, 


KT A. 
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churches; with some other things of the like nature, some of 
which are so minute that they are scarce worth the reader’s 
notice ; and others that are more material are accounted for 
and explained in other parts of this work. I shall therefore 
speak of one thing more relating to the preachers: which is, 
of the posture in which their sermons were delivered. 

The general received custom now is for the preacher to 
stand, and the people to sit: but, the ancient custom was 
usually the reverse of this. For the preacher commonly 
delivered his sermon sitting, and the people heard it standing ; 
though there was no certain rule about this, but the custom 
varied in several Churches. In Afric the preacher commonly 
sat, as appears from that of Optatus®® to the Donatist bishops: 
‘When God reproves a sinner, and rebukes him that sits, the 
admonition is specially directed unto you, for the people have 
not hberty to sit in the church.’ He says this upon occasion 
of those words of the Psalmist, [50, 20.] ‘“‘ Thou sittest and 
speakest against thine own mother’s son.” St. Austin §9 in 
like manner speaks of his own preaching sitting: ‘Why do 
I sit here? Why do [ live, but with this intention, that I may 
live with Christ?’ And again %, ‘That I may not detain you, 
especially considering that I speak sitting, and ye labour 
standing.’ And he intimates, that in some Churches sitting 
was allowed both to the preacher and the people. St. Chry- 
sostom 92 also speaks of his own sitting, when he preached. 


8 L. 4. p. 78. (p. 91.) Dum pec- 
catorem arguit, et sedentem increpat 
' Deus, specialiter ad vos dictum esse 
constat, non ad populum, qui in 
ecclesia sedendi non habent licen- 
tiam. 

89 Hom. 28. ex 50. t. 10. p. 179. 
[al. Serm. 17.] (t. 5. p.95 a.) Quid 
autem volo? quid desidero? quid 
cupio? Quare loquor? Quare hic 
sedeo? Quare vivo, nisi hac inten- 
tione, ut cum Christo simul viva- 
mus? 

Hom. 49. de Divers. [al. Serm. 
355-]| (ibid. p. 1380 c.) Ut ergo non 
yos diu teneam, preesertim quia ego 
— loquor, vos stando laboratis, 


c. 

91 De Catechizandis Rudibus, c. 
13. t. 4. p. 300. (t. 6. p. 276 f.).... 
Longeque consultius in quibusdam 


ecclesiis transmarinis non solum 
antistites sedentes loquuntur [ad 
populum], sed ipsi etiam populo 
sedilia subjacent, ne quisquam in- 
firmior stando lassatus a saluber- 
rima intentione avertatur, aut etiam 
cogatur abscedere. 

Hom. 1. de Penitent. t. 1. 
B 662. [Ed. Bened. 5. juxt. Savil. 1. 
e Jejun.] (t. 2. p. 316 c.) Exqy pey 
oty xa mAciova rovroy eireiy, d\Ad 
trois owdpovovcs xal tavra dpxet 
mpos Sidpbwow diudnep avaynyn xa- 
raravoa tov Adyoy' cai yap rod 
marpos emiOupe dxovoa. “Hyeis peév 
yap xara ra nadia ra womenxd 
Aenr@ Tq xardup ovpifoner, Sovep 
tré ria Spiv ff AevKny, TH TKG 
tay lepmy rovrwy xaOnpevot’ ovros 
de, povorkds Tis dpioros xpuony 
Gppoodpevos xtOapay, ry cuppovia 
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And this he did usually in the ambo or reading desk, where 
he sat when he preached that famous sermon upon Eutropius %, 
when he fled to take sanctuary in the church, and lay trem- 
bling before the altar, as all the historians inform us. Gregory 
Nyssen % speaks also of himself as sitting when he preached, 
and rising up to prayer in the conclusion. Which is also noted 
by Justin Martyr %, and Origen %, and Athanasius 9, and 
Chrysostom 9°, whom Ferrarius cites, and remarks upon them, 
‘that their rising up im the close of the sermon to prayer, 
implies that they preached sitting before.’ Which is certainly 
a very just observation. Yet, after all, he pretends to assert, 
that standing to preach was the more common posture, and 
that they never used sitting but only in case of infirmity or old 
age. Which shows us only how far prejudice will carry a 
man against the clearest evidence in favour of a modern 


custom. 


vad Kpovopdareay dAdKAnpoy dviornas 


éarpov. 
$3 Vide Socrat. L 6. c. 5. (v. 2. 
Pp. 314. 34.) ‘O ody énicxomos, rov 
Evrporiov urd rd Ovovacrppioy Ke- 
pévou, kal éxremrryéros bro rod 
Bov, xabecbeis éri rod GuBwvos, bev 
eldbe: nat mpdrepoy dpsrety xdpty rou 
é£axoverOa, Adyov € woy ef 
érewe nar avrov.—Cassiodor. Hist. 
Tripart. 1 10. c. 4. {t. I. p. 329.) 
Post paucos vero dies, cum ipse 
Eutropius offendisset imperatorem, 
inter refugos erat apud ecclesiam: 
episcopus vero [Chrysostomus], Ku- 
tropio sub altari jacente, nimioque 
usso timore, residens super am- 
nem, ubi solebat prius consuete 
facere sermonem, homiliam incre- 
patoriam fecit adversus eum.—Ni- 
ceph. Hist. Eccles. 1. 13. c. 4. (t. 2. 
P- 351 ¢. 3.) Téw yap Baorreioy evOus 
arodpas lxerns ty éxxAnoia mpoc- 
éSpeve’ rére 87 6 ‘lwdvns 1d adrorory 
deedeyxov ris émyeipnoews Etrpo- 
lov, Aaumrpdv twa Kar a’rov 
dkéferow dn’ duBeovos xabecGeis, do- 
wep hy elobds éxeive rais &darxanlas 
rovety, wv Erravras 7 pov) émipOdvor. 
9% Hom. s. de Orat. Dom. (t. 1. 
p- 761 b.) “AAA’ ekreopev cai nyeis 
dvaotavres tp Oeq, “Ort py eice- 


xns nas els metpacpor. 

"hs Apol. 2. (p. 98 dy ‘O mpoeoras 
31a Adyou rH voudeciay kal mpdkAnow 
Ths réy Kaddy rovTear pipnoens 
moira’ érera dauordueba Kowy 
nadyres, kal evydas Tépropey. 

% Hom. [30.] in Num. (t. 2. p. 
352 b.) Et ideo surgentes oremus, 
ut inveniamus paratum semper istum 
gladium Spiritus, per quem exter- 
minentur et semina ipsa et concep- 
tacula peccatorum.—Hom. 3. in 
Esai. (t. 3. p. 111 e.) Revera abstulit 
opprobrium Jesus : idcirco surgentes 
oremus Deum, &c.—Hom. 36. in 
Luc. (ibid. p. 976 d.) Que omnia 
cognoscentes, et quam multa sint 
genera regnorum, surgamus prece- 
murque Deum, &c. 

87 Hom. de Sement. (t.2. p. 54 
f.).... Aurdpxws 8€ trav Adyoy pe 
mpoxepnodyrey, dvaordyres Kal nueis 
€xreivapey Tas xelpas. 

98 Hom. cont. Heret. ap. Ferrar. 
de Ritu Concion. 1. 2. c.g. [al. c. 
17.] (p.212.) Itaque, quia ostendi- 
mus regiam dignitatem et divinita- 
tem Spiritus, nos cathedra exsur- 
genes uno ore et uno corde glori- 

cemus Patrem, et Filium, et Spi- 
ritum Sanctum. 
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The observation made by the Author of the Comments upon 
St. Paul’s Epistles, under the name of St. Ambrose 9, has much 
more truth and solidity in it, ‘ that the Christian bishops used to 
preach sitting, and that this custom was taken from the tra- 
dition of the synagogue :’ where Ferrarius himself owns, and 
proves it to have been the more usual custom for the scribes 
and doctors of the law to expound the Scriptures sitting, 
though there may be some instances to the contrary. In 
Matthew, 23, 2, it is said, “ That the Scribes and Pharisees sat 
in Moses’s chair.” According to Luke 2, 46, our Saviour was 
“ found sitting and disputing among the doctors in the temple.” 
Again, in chapter 4, 20, “ After he had stood up to read the 
prophet Esaias, he sat down to teach the people.” And in 
chapter 5, 3, “‘ He sat down and taught the people out of the 
ship.” In John 8, 2, “ He sat down and taught the people in 
the temple.” In Matthew 5, 1, ‘“‘ He sat and taught his dis- 
ciples in the mountain.” And in Matthew 26, 55, “I sat daily 
with you teaching in the temple.” This was according to the 
custom of the Jewish synagogue, which was generally followed 
by the Christian Church. And the instances, which Ferrarius 
brings out of St. Chrysostom’s ! and St. Austin’s ? Homilies to 
the contrary, are rather exceptions to a general rule, than 
proper evidences for his own assertion. The matter is not 
indeed great in itself, it being a very indifferent thing, whether 
a preacher delivers his sermon standing or sitting: but when 
men are representing ancient practices, they ought not to make 


23.c. 1.] (t. 5.p.122 c.) Quanquam 


9 In 1 Cor. 14, 31. (t. 2. append. 
p. 159 b.) Hac traditio synagoge 
est, quam nos vult sectari,... . ut se- 
dentes disputent seniores dignitate 
in cathedris, &c. 

! Hom. 16. ad Pop. Antioch. (t 
2. p. 161. lin. ult. et p. 162 &.).. 

El Bb modhyy woe Tay rarépey 
tméoryy dycynny, ay dvéeorny, ov’ 
ay Suede Ony td rhs aGupias ie 
Gels ris emi Th piKpo Kpovruyia 
RA — Hom. 33. in Math. red. Treet 
ae 33, al. 33. (te 7: eas 
oe €ornxev é taxovos wovay 
ral Spolerepouerde tiva_oby eges 
dwohoyiay, pide ad éx Tis dxpodcews 
ae mapexoy urodo 


i 
Serm. 122. de Salil [al. Serm. 


propter commoditatem depromends 
vocis altiore loco stare videamur, 
tamen in ipso altiore loco vos judi- 
catis, et nos judicamur.—In Ps. 32. 
Serm. 2. [al. Enarrat. 3.] (t. 4. p. 
206 e.) Adhuc quidem spectatores 
in amphitheatro forte ineaniunt, et 
in sole sedent: et nos si stamus, ta- 
men in umbraculo sumus, et utiliora 
et pulcriora sir que spectamus.— 

sie Ioan. (t. 3. part 2. p. 
is: e.) Nostis, fratres, quia ad pa- 
nem ventris cum labore perveni- 
tur, quanto magis ad panem mentis? 
Cum labore statis et auditis; sed 
nos cum majore stamus et loqui- 
mur. 


but not in 
all. 
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every thing conform to the customs and model of the present 
age, but represent things nakedly as they find them. 

25. We have hitherto considered what relates to the preach- 
ers, and a few things must be added concerning the hearers. 
Of whom it has been already observed in the last paragraph 
out of Optatus and St. Austin, that in the African Churches the 
people had no license to sit down, but were generally obliged 
to stand to hear the sermon. Ferrarius? has collected a mul- 
titude of testimonies more out of St. Austin to the same pur- 
pose, which it 1s needless to relate here. But we may observe, 
that the same custom prevailed also in many other Churches. 
Sidonius Apollinaris‘ speaks,of it as the usage of the Gallican 
Church in those lines to Faustus, bishop of Riez, where he 
speaks of his preaching from the steps of the altar, the people 


XIV. iv. 


standing about him: 


Seu te conspicuis gradibus venerabilis are 
Concionaturum plebs sedula circumsistit. 


Which is further confirmed by an homily that used to go 
under the name of St. Austin5, but is now more certainly de- 


8 De Ritu Concion. 1.2. c. 18. 
al. 21.] (pp. 251, seqq.) ex August. 
ract. 19. In Ioan. (see the preceding 
note) et Tract.112. (t.3. part. 2. 
p. 783 f.) Quomodo autem inter se 
omnes [scil. evangelistee] conveni- 
ant, nec veritati, quee per alium pro- 
mitur, ab alio repugnetur, quisquis 
nosse desiderat, non in his sermoni- 
bus, sed in aliis laboriosis literis 
quzrat; nec stando, et audiendo, 
sed potius sedendo et legendo, vel 
legenti aurem mentemque intentissi- 
mam prebendo, illa condiscat.— 
Hom. 28. ex so. [al. Serm. 17. 
c. 4.] (t. 5. p. 96 a.) Audi ergo 
psalmum: te admonuit, te, quicun- 
que es, qui forte hic hodie stas, et 
nocte aliquid fecisti; te admonuit, 
&c.—Serm. 49. de Divers. (see p. 
163. 0. 90.}—Serm. 122. de Divers. 
(see n. 2, preceding.)—In Ps. 32. 
Serm. 2. (see ibid.)—In Ps. 147. 
(t.4. p.1666 c.) Gaudeo, tantam 
esse voluntatem et voluptatem in 
veritate verbi Dei, ut studium ve- 
strum bonum in bono et de bono 
vincat studium insanorum curren- 
tium in amphitheatrum [al. qui 


sunt in amphitheatro]. Numquid illi, 
si tam diu starent, adhuc spectarent? 
—Serm. 20. [corrige, Serm. 27. de 
Verb. Dom. (Ed. Paris. 1571. t. ro. 
fol. 25 e.) juxt. Ed. Bened. Serm. 
104. ¢.4. (t.5. p.541 e.) Nam et 
modo inde aliquid agimus remoti a 
negotiis, sepositis familioribus curis, 
convenistis, statis, auditis. Ex. 

4 a 16. ad Faust. Reiens. 

- 161, 125.) 

: Hom. Oe ex 50. (al. Serm. 300. 
append.] (t. 5. append. p. 504 b.) 
Ante aliquot dies propter eos, qui aut 
pedibus fal. pedes | dolent, aut aliqua 
corporis insequalitate laborant, pa- 
terna pietate solicitus consilium dedi, 
et quodam modo supplicavi, ut quan- 
do aut Passiones prolixee, aut certe 
aliquze lectiones longiores leguntur, 
qui stare non sunt, humuliter et 
cum silentio sedentes attentis auribus 
audiant, que leguntur. Nunc vero 
alique de filiabus nostris putant, 
quod hoc aut omnes, aut certe plu- 
res, quee sane sunt corpore, fre- 
quenter debeant facere. Nam ubt 
verbum Dei cceperit recitari, quasi 
in lectulis suis ita jacere volunt.... 
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termined by Mabillon and the Benedictins, in their new edi- 
tion of St. Austin’s works, to belong to Cesarius, bishop of 
Arles, where he grants an indulgence to such as were diseased 
or infirm in their feet, that they should have liberty to sit, 
when the Passions of the Martyrs, or long lessons were read, 
or the sermon was preached: but to all others, women as well 
as men, this privilege is utterly denied. Which implies, that 
standing was then the usual posture of the hearers in the 
French Churches. And that it was usual also in some of the 
Greek Churches, may be inferred from that famous story, 
which Eusebius reports of Constantine ®, ‘that when he made a 
discourse before him in his own palace, he stood all the time 
with the rest of the hearers; and when Eusebius requested 
him to sit down in the throne that was prepared for him, he 
refused, saying, it was fit that men should stand to hear dis- 
courses of divine things.’ But in the Churches of Italy, the 
contrary custom prevailed: for St. Austin’ says, ‘In the trans- 
marine Churches, (by which he certainly means those of Italy,) 
it was prudently ordered, that not only the bishops sat, when 
they preached to the people, but that the people also had seats 
to sit upon, lest any weak person through weariness grow 
remiss in his attention, or be forced to leave the assembly.’ 
And he thinks it more advisable, that the same indulgence 
should be granted, where it could prudently be done, in the 
African Churches. That it was so in Rome in the time of 
Justin Martyr, seems pretty plain from his Second Apology °, 
where he says, that as soon as the bishop’s sermon was ended, 
they all rose up to prayer together. And the same thing 
being noted by Origen® and Athanasius’, makes it probable 
that the same custom prevailed in many of the Eastern 
Churches. Cyril of Jerusalem!' says expressly, that the 
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Unde rogo voe, venerabiles filis, et 
solicitudine 
quando aut lectiones leguntur, aut 
verbum Dei preedicatur, nulla se in 
terram projiciat: nisi forte quam 
nimium gravis infirmitas cogit. 

6 L. 4. c. 33. (v. 1. p.644. 10.) 
HAnOous 8 axpoaréy mepterraros, 
évdor éy avrois Baowelos dpbtos 
éords, dua rois Aowrois émnxpoaro’ 
gpa 8 dyriBodovrray él sapaxet- 
pévy re Baowixp Opdvp dcavarrav- 


ma commoneo, ut ra 


exOat, ereibero per ovdapas. .. dora 
¢ braxovey Trav Ocieov, Savoy. 
7 De Catechizandis Rudibus, c. 
13. See before, s. 24. p. 163. n. gt. 
8 Apol.2. See b.13. ch.g. 8.1. 
V. 4. Pp. 524. 0. 13. 
9 Boma, 3. in Esai. (Hom. 36. in 
Luc.] See before, 8.24. p. 164. n.g6. 
10 Hom. de Sement. See before, 


8. 24. ibid. n. 97. 
1] Catech. 16. n. x1. [al. 22.) (p. 
256 d.) Adywras, rdoot xabiéfeaOe vor 
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people heard his discourses sitting. ‘Consider,’ says he, ‘ how 
many sit here now, how many souls are present; and yet the 
Spirit works conveniently in them all. He is in the midst of 
us, and sees our behaviour, and discerns our hearts and con- 
sciences, and what we speak, and what we think.’ And the 
Author of the Constitutions!?, who chiefly relates the customs 
of the Eastern Churches, represents the people as sitting also 
to hear the sermon. And so Cassian!® and St. Jerom say, it 
was in all the monasteries of Egypt, where they sat not only 
at sermon, but at the reading of the Psalms and other lessons 
out of Scripture. So that this must be reckoned among 
those indifferent rites and customs, about which there was no 
general rule of the Universal Church; but every one followed 
the custom of the place where he lived, and every Church ap- 
pointed what she judged most proper for the edification of the 
people. 
A peculiar 26. It was a peculiar custom in the African Church, when 
castom OF | the preacher chanced to cite some remarkable text of Scrip- 
Church to ture in the middle of his sermon, for the people to join with 
quicken the him in repeating the close of it. St. Austin takes notice of 
the hearers. this in one of his sermons, where having begun those words 
of St. Paul, [1 Tim. 1, 5.] “The end of the commandment is,” 
before he would proceed any further, he called to the people 


aréoat ‘es mapecper’ Paget mpoo- 
Pspes [Lvetpa] evepyet’ Kal pécoy 
mrapov Brees race iv Tpémov" 
Breet cai roy Aoyropdy Kat inp ouvei- 
Snow, cal ri Aadovper, cai ri vood- 


8 La, c.58. (Cotel. v.1. p. 266.) 
Ei de é& a 3 nabe{er Oar erepds tts 
as evoxnper Kal evdofos éy vw 
p, 4 gévos,  eyxdpios...ol de 
Po kgot did ray Ocaxdvey rrapaBexéo- 
@wcay auréy’ el de Toros OuK cory, 6 
Sidxovos roy padhov vedrepov eyeipas, 
pera Adyou, GAG py per’ Gpyns, éxet- 
voy xabiodra. 
13 Instit. : ? & 12. See before, 
ch. = 10. . n. 86. 
! 22. Ps "Bistoch: c.1s. See 
before 13. ch. §. 8. 7. V. 4. p. 408. 


me ‘Serm. 36. ex 40. a Sirmond. 
editis. is ie a 837- (al Serm. 358. | 
(t. 5 397 b.) is enim pre- 
cept est, gas vos dicite mecum: a 


populo acclamatum est, Caritas de 
puro. Omnes dixistis, quod 
non infructuose semper audistis. 
Vid. Serm. 13. de Verb. Dom. (al. 
igi c. 4. (t. 5. p.417 d.).. 
Quid preeceditis, qui quod icturus 
sum nostis? Temperetur velocitas, 
ut sequatur tarditas.—It would seem 
that the hearers had caught up and 
finished the words of the Psalm, (67, 
10.) which the preacher had com- 
menced ee —Serm. 3. de Verb. 
Apost. [al. Serm. 131. ¢. 5.] (ibid. p. 
642 g-) ideo ) quid clamando preeve- 
nitis. Quid enim dicturus sum scitis, 
clamando prevenitis, &c.—Conf. Ep. 
210. [al.213.] Acta in designando 
Eradio [al. Eraclio] presbytero, c. 1. 
(t. 2. p. “489 ¢) Presbyterum Eradi- 
um {al. lium] mihi successorem 
volo. A populo acclamatum est, 
ne pale cae laudes D 
nf. ibid. c. 4. (p. 790 a. et c. 
ubi eadem verba feguntur. Ep 4. 
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to repeat the remainder of the verse with him; upon which 
they all cried out immediately, “ Charity out of a pure heart.” 
By which, he says, they showed that they had not been 
unprofitable hearers. And this, no doubt, was done to en- 
courage the people to hear, and read, and remember the 
Scriptures, that they might be able upon occasion to repeat 
such useful portions of them, having then liberty not only 
to hear, but to read and repeat them in their mother-tongue. 
Whether this was a custom in any other place, I cannot 
say, having met with it only in St. Austin: for which reason 
I have spoken of it only as a particular custom of the 
African Church, designed to quicken the attention of the 
hearers, and show that they read and remembered the Holy 
Scriptures. 

27. It was a much more general custom for the people to How the 
testify their esteem for the preacher, and express their admi- a8 papa 
ration of his eloquence, or approbation of his doctrine by public public ap- 
applauses and acclamations in the church. This was done Plsuses and 
sometimes in express words, and sometimes by other signs and tions to the 
indications of their consent and approbation. The Greeks aprile 
commonly call it xpéros, which denotes both kinds of approba- 
tion, as well by clapping of hands, as by vocal and verbal ac- 
clamations. The first use of it, as Suicerus!® observes out of 
Casaubon?” was only in the theatres. From thence it came 
into the senate ; and, in process of time, into the acts of the 
Councils, and the ordinary assemblies of the Church. We are 
not concerned at present to inquire after synodical acclama- 
tions, but only such as were used toward the preachers in the 
church. 

This was sometimes done in words of commendation, as we 
find in one of the Homilies of Paulus Emisenus, spoken in the 
presence of Cyril at Alexandria, where, when Paul had used 
this expression, agreeing with Cyril’s doctrine that had been 
preached before, ‘Mary, the mother of God, brought forth 


16 Thes. Eccles. voce, Kpdros. (t. senatum, &c....Igitur semel recep- 
2. p: 173-) Mos acclamandi, &c. tus mos auxit in dies: neque solum 
7 Not. in Vulcat. Gallican. Vit. in senatu aut aliis civilibus coetibus 
Avidii Caasii, p. 89. [Int. August. id servatum; sed et in omnibus ec- 
Hist. Scriptor. lad calc. p.258. n.2.) clesiasticia conventibus idem olim 
Mos acclamandi, qui e theatrie in factitatum, &c. Ep.] 
fora primum penetravit, deinde in 
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Emmanuel ;’ the people immediately cried out'*, ‘O orthodox 
Cyril, the gift of God, the faith is the same: this is what 
we desired to hear; if any man speak otherwise, let him be 
anathema.’ 

Sometimes they added other indications of their applause, as 
clapping of their hands, &c. Thus St. Jerom!9 tells Vigilantius, 
‘the time was when he himself had applauded him with his 
hands and feet, leaping by his side, and crying out, Orthodox ! 
for his sermon upon the resurrection.’ And so George of 
Alexandria® tells us, ‘the people applauded the sermons of 
St. Chrysostom, some by tossing their thin garments, others 
moving their plumes, others laying their hands upon their 
swords, and others waving their handkerchiefs, and crying out, 
Thou art worthy of the priesthood! Thou art the thirteenth 
Apostle! Christ hath sent thee to save our souls! &c.’ In like 
manner Gregory?! represents in his dream how the people 
were used to applaud him when he preached, ‘ some by their 
praises, and others by their silent admiration, some in their 
words, and some in their minds, and others moving their bodies 
as the waves of the sea raised by the wind.’ St. Jerom? refers 
to this, when he tells us how Gregory Nazianzen, his master, 


18 Hom. de Incarnat. in Actis C. 


me; Christus te ad nos misit, ut 
Ephes. part. 3. c. 31. (t. 3. p- 1095 d.) 
auri 


salvas faceres animas nostras, et 
tares de fontibus salutis, quod 


"ESénoey 6 Aads* “H iors ! 

éort, Geod BGpov, Kupurrc dpOddoEe* 
rovro dxovcas e{nrovper’ 6 rovro pi) 
Ayes dvabepa éoro. 

9 Ep. 75. [al. 61.] ad Vigilant. 
(t. 1. B: 348 a.) Recordare, queso, 
illius die1, quando, me de resurrec- 
tione et veritate corporis preedicante, 
ex latere subsultabas, et plaudebas 
manu, et applodebas pede, et ortho- 
doxum conclamabas. 

20 Vit. Chrysost. ap. Ferrar. de 
Rit. Concion. 1. 3. c. 26. (p. 284.) 
Omnes mirabantur eum ob sapien- 
tiam, ipsi a Deo datam, et quomodo 
ipsis dissolvebat, qua in divinis 

ipturis interpretatu atque intel- 

diffcilia sunt: nec non ipsi 
plaudebant, alii quidem shlampdss 
suas attollentes; alii fimbrias cut- 
zulon; alii vero manualia; alii de- 
nique fasciolas seu oraria; et cla- 
mantes, ‘ Revera dignus es hoc sa- 
cerdotio, o apostolorum tertie deci- 


ipse tibi dedit, &c.’ 
rs De Templ. Anastas. (t. 2. p. 
78 ¢.) 
Kai p’ of pév sdddovrro, Kal Freon, 
ol 8€ comy 

sss 5 iid of d€ Adyep rpulor 26’, of 

€ 

Ovnaxovons wdivos dvauvdéos' of d¢ 

paxorro, 

Ola xabtovapevou xiparos é£ ave- 

GP. 

22 Ep. 2. MM 52.] ad Nepotian. 
(t.1. p. 261¢.) Preeceptor quondam 
meus Gregorius Nazianzenus roga- 
tus a me, ut exponeret, quid sibi 
vellet in Luca Sabbatum devrepd- 
mperov, eleganter lusit, ‘ Docebo te,’ 
inquiens, ‘ super hac re in ecclesia; 
in qua, mihi omni populo accla- 
mante, cogeris invitus scire quod 
nescis; aut certe, si solus tacueris, 
solus ab omnibus stultitie condem- 
naberis.’ 
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once answered a difficult question, which he put to him con- 
cerning the Sabbatum 8evrepdmperov, the second Sunday after 
the first, mentioned Luke 6, ‘I will inform you,’ says he, ‘ of 
this matter in the church, where, when all the people are ap- 
plauding me, you shall be forced to confess you understand 
what you do not; or, if you alone be silent, you shall be con- 


demned of folly by all the rest.’ 


e < 
The same custom is often 


hinted by Sidonius Apollinaris®3, and Isidore of Pelusium™, 
and in abundance of places of St. Austin® and St. Chrysostom *6, 


%L. 9. Ep. 3. (p. 563.) Licet 
enim preedicationes tuas, nunc re- 
pentinas, nunc, cum ratio poposcis- 
set, elucubratas, raucus plausor au- 
sao a 

. 3. Ep. 343. (p. 391 a.) Ov 
paxpdy cuverds dxpoaris, 5 pi) pdvoy 
Gavpart S8vaxérrav rod Adyou roy 
Spépoy, GAA xal émvody ra dvebed- 
pnra, xal ts wap éavrov eiodépew 
Ouvapevos.— Ep. 382. (ibid. p. 403 a.) 
Bl xai, as yeypadas, 6 Adyos rdv 
xpérov weg hid GAN’ oby ye Kai 6 
Kpotos roy Adyoy eréppacey, Epecpa 
Te rexdryre is. 

‘25 Serm. 5. de Verb. Dom. [al. 
Serm. 61. c.12.] (t. Fs p- 356 f.) 
Audistis, laudastis : Deo jas. 
Semen accepistis, verba reddidistis. 
Laudes iste vestre gravant nos po- 
tius, et in periculum mittunt: tole- 
ramus illas, et tremimus inter illas : 
tamen, fratres mei, istee laudes ves- 
tre folia sunt arborum : fructus 
queritur.—Serm. 19. de Verb. A- 
post. (al. Serm. 178. c.6.] (ibid. p. 
852 b.) Ecce Christianus es, eccle- 
siam frequentas, verbum Dei audis, 
de lectione verbi Dei lztissime com- 
moveris. Tu laudas tractantem, ego 

usero facientem. — Serm. 28. de 

erb. Apost. (al. Serm. 180. c. 13.] 
(ibid. p. 865 f.) Quasi vero parvus 
sit fructus sudoris hujus mei, si 
omnes, qui mihi acclamaverunt, cla- 
ment et contra se, ne falsum jurent 
adversum se.—Hom. 25. ex f (see 
afterwards n. 36, following.)—Serm. 
45. de Temp. [al. Serm. 11. c. 8.] 
(ibid. p. 721 g.) Unde omnes accla- 
mastis, nisi quia omnes agnovistis ? 
—Tractat. 57. in loan. (t. 3. part. 2. 
p- 660 b.) Hee vobis hodie satis 


sint, dilectissimi: si quid secus, 
quam oportuit, dicentes fortassis 
offendimus, vel laudibus vestris im- 
moderatius, quam oportuit, elevati 
sumus, impetrate mundationem pe- 
dibus nostris.— Ps. 147. (t. 4. p. 
1660 a.) Quomodo vos delectavit ? 
Nihil dixeram, nibil exposueram : 
versum pronuntiavi, et exclamastis. 
Quid de vobis clamavit? dilectio 
cae Quid ostendit oculis vestris ? 
nde clamatis, si non amatis?.... 
neque enim acclamaretur, nisi ama- 
retur.—De Catechizandis Rudibus, 
c. 13. (t. 6. p. 276.e.) Seepe etiam 
fit, ut qui primo libenter audiebat, 
vel aurliendo vel stando fatigatus, 
non jam laudans, sed oscitans labia 
diducat, et se abire velle etiam invi- 
tus ostendat.—Serm. 27. de Divers. 
al. Serm. 179. c. 6.] (t. 5. p. 857.) 
uando enim sic laudaretis, s1 pon 
amaretis ? quando amaretis, si nihil 
videretis? Me itaque non osten- 
dente formam corporis, lineamenta, 
colorem, pulchros motus, me non 
ostendente, vos tamen videtis, ama- 
tis, laudatis.— De Doctrin. Christian. 
1, 4. c. 26. (t. 3. part. 3. p. 89 b.)... 
Et nonnulla, non jactanticula, sed 
quasi necessaria, atque, ut ita dicam, 
ipsis rebus extorta numerositas clau- 
sularum tantas acclamationes exci- 
tat, aut vixintelligatur esse submissa. 
Hom. 1. in Gen. p. 2. (t. 4. 

p. 2b.) Ovde yap amdas xal eixy 
evravéa ouvjpey, iva 6 pév eliry, 6 Se 
Kpornoy amas ra Neydépeva.— Hom. 
4. (ibid. p. 23 b.) ...‘H ray xpéroy 
oureyeca peyiorn amddekis eyivero, 
rov peO Hdovns ipas dexerOat Ta Ae- 
yopeva.—Hom. 54. (ibid. p. 523 d.) 
My yap amhds xal elxq ACyew Bov-~ 


And more 
Christian- 


their appro- 


bation 


comp 
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cited at length by Ferrarius?7; which, after what has been said, 
I think it needless to recite in this place. The curious reader 
may either consult Ferrarius, or the passages referred to in 


their authors. 


To which he may add many other passages of 
Chrysostom 2%, and Socrates 29, 


and Prosper®°, not mentioned 


by that diligent writer, though he spends four whole chapters 


upon this subjéct. 


28. I think it more material to observe out of the chief of 
like express those passages, that though the Ancients did not utterly refuse 
Bor disallow those sorts of applauses, but received them with 
tears and humility and thankfulness to God, as good indications of a 
em ie towardly disposition in their hearers; yet forasmuch as they 


tion, and were often but fallacious signs, they neither much commended 
those that gave them, nor those preachers that barely by their 
eloquence obtained them; much less those that, out of a worldly 


obedience. 


AdpeOa, Sore roy wap’ tpav Srawvoy 
xaprecacGas, xal iva xporncayres 
tpeis dvaxopnonte ; ov did ToUTO, 411) 
yevorro, GAd &a ri aherAcay ry 
uperépay.—Hom. 2. ad Pop. Anti- 
och. (t. 2. p. 25 a.) Ti pos ray xpd- 
roy Spedos tovrwy ; ri dé ray érai- 
voy kal tov OopvBwv; trawos éuds 
ro dia ray épyov vas dmdeifa ra 
Aeyépeva Gravra.—Hom. 5. (ibid. 
p- 72 d.) cade yep ey Bpaxeig 
Kaspov rd Aeydueva érasveire 
day 88 poohseyee: dca rdons tHs 
npépas, cai did mayrds tov xpévou, 
kal judas Kal tuas avrovs éraverer Oe. 
Hom. 2. in Laz. (t.1. p. 730 a.) 
Lcyare, radra axovoyres* rroAAny bpiv 
Exo xdpw THs oryns Taurns paddoy ff 
Tay KpOrwy’ of wey yap Kpéro: Kai ol 
éravor Aaumpérepoy eye rocovcw, 7 
oy) dé cwopporecrépous tpas 
épya{era:z.—Hom. 3. de neipre: 
hens. (ibid. p. 471 a.) "Empveoare ra 
elonuéva’ perd mood BopvBov «al 
abe riy wapaiveow edefacGe" GAN’ 

@s Tul eni ray Epyov emvdeiEnrbe 
Tovs enaivous.— (Conf. Hom. 1. 
(ibid. p. 452 a ’Ennvécare rad de- 
yopeva, x... Ep.|—Hom. 5. (ibid. 
p- 491 b.) Tatra Aeyw, ody iva erat- 
wre pdvoy, GAN’ iva xai emt Toy Ep- 
you emdelxvvcbe.— Hom. 30. in 
Act. Apost. See afterwards n. 40, 
following. — Hom. 16. In illud, Si 


esurierit, &c. t. 5. p. 220. See af- 
terwards n. 39, following.—Hom. 
56. Quod not sit desperandum, &c. 
p. roe See also n. 38, following. 
Ubi supr. 1. 2. c. 18. (p. 213.) 

28 Hom. 1. de Verb. Esai. t. 3. 
p. gIo. (t. 6. p. 100 d.) Oude ry 
davryy trys alvécews, GAdd Thy horny 
Tis Dradlog ras mpds adAAnhous ge- 
Aovesxias, rds eixg xal parny éraipo- 
peévas xeipas ey r@ aépt, rous lmra- 
Copevous wdé8as, x.t.A.—Hom. 6. in 
Gen. p. 918. (t. 4. p. 40 d.) Mr) yap 
8:a rovro Aeyew orovdd{oper, Sore 
anhas répiyat tyay ry axony, h as 
Tou tap tpay éraivou épiepevos ;— 
Hom. 327. ibid. p. 358 c. (ibid. p. 
268 b.) Xaipw xai evppalvopa tas 
Spay yO” noovns dxovovras ra Aeyd- 
peva, xal did rod dexvivras, 
Ort erotpor yeverOas omovddfere, cat 
els épyov ayayely ryy Acowomuny 
ravTny mapalveoty. 

2 L. 7- ¢. 13. (Vv. 2. p. 358. 10.) 
"Hy 8€ ev abrois ris dvnp, dvdpare 
Hepat, b: ypappdrov péev ray welov 
3iddoxados fy’ Sidrrupos 8é axpoarhs 
rou emoaxdémov Kupiddou xabectos, 
cai wepi rd xpdrovs éy rats 8:8acKa- 
Alats avrod eyeipey fy orovdadra- 


Tos. 
30 De Vit. Contemplat. 1. 1. c, 23. 
See n. 33, following. 
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spirit, and a popular and vain ambition, laboured at nothing 
else but to court and affect them: but what they chiefly desired 
to effect by their grand eloquence, was to warm their hearts 
and to melt them into tears, to work them into groans, and 
sorrow, and compunction for sin, to bring them to resolutions 
of obedience and compliance with the holy rules they preached 
to them, to work in them a contempt of earthly things, and 
raise their souls, by all the arts of moving the affections, to a 
longing desire and aspiration after the things of another world. 
This was their grand aim in all their elaborate and all their 
free and fluent discourses, and this they valued far above all 
the popular applauses that could be given them. This they 
reckoned their grand eloquence, and rejoiced in nothing more 
than when they could triumph in the conviction and conversion 
of their hearers. To this purpose St. Jerom3!, in his directions 
to Nepotian, lays it down as a rule, ‘that in preaching, he 
should labour to excite the groans of the people, rather than 
‘their applauses; and let the tears of the hearers be the com- 
mendation of the preacher.’ And so, he observes®?, it was in 
fact among the fathers of Egypt; ‘ when they discoursed of 
the kingdom of Christ and the glories of the world to come, 
then one might behold every one, with a gentle sigh, and eyes 
hft up to heaven, say within himself, Oh that I had wings like 
a dove, for then I would flee away, and be at rest!’ In like 
manner, Prosper? bids the preacher ‘ not place his confidence 
in the splendour of his words, but in the power of their opera- 
tion; nor be delighted with the acclamations of the people, 
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regno Christi, et de futura beatitu- 


3! Ep. 2. (al. g3.] ad Nepotian. 
: is > dine, et de gloria cceperit annuntiare 


(t.1. p. 261 ocente te in ec- 


clesia, non clamor populi, sed ge- 
mitus suscitetur; lacrime audito- 
Yum laudes tug sint. 

82 Ep. 22, ad Eustoch. c. 15. 
(ibid. p. 117 ¢.)..-Et completis ora- 
tionibus, cunctisque residentibus, 
medius, quem patrem vocant, in- 
cipit disputare: quo Joquente, tan- 
tum silentium fit, ut nemo alium 
respicere, nemo audeat excreare. 
Dicentis laus in fletu est audien- 
tium. Tacite volvuntur per ora la- 
crime, et ne in singultus quidem 
erumpit dolor. Quum vero de 


ventura, videas cunctos moderato 
suspirio, et oculis ad ccelum levatis, 
intra se dicere, Quis dabit mikes 
pennas sicut columbe, et volabo, et 
requiescam ? 

De Vit. Contemplat. 1.1. c. 23. 
Spree p. 20. b. 3.) Non igitur m 
verborum splendore, sed in o m 
virtute totam predicandi fiduciam 
ponat; non vocibus delectetur po- 
puli acclamantis sibi, sed fletibus : 
nec plausum a populo studeat exe 
pectare, sed gemitum. 


174 Of preaching 
but their tears; nor study to obtain their applauses, but their 
groans.’ 


St. Austin did not refuse these acclamations of the people, 
yet he always takes care to remind them rather to repay him 
with the fruit of their lives and actions. ‘You praise the 
preacher of the word,’ says he, ‘but I desire the doer of it. 
Those praises*> are but the leaves of the tree, I desire the 
fruit of it. I would not be praised by ill livers®®, I abhor it, I 
detest it; it is a grief to me, and not a pleasure. But if I say, 
I would not be praised by good livers, I should tell a lie; if I 
should say, I desire it, I am afraid of seeming desirous more 
of vanity than solidity. Therefore what shall I say? I neither 
perfectly desire it, nor perfectly refuse it. I do not desire it 
absolutely, for fear I should be ensnared by human praise; I 
do not utterly refuse it, for fear I should be ungrateful to those 
to whom I preach.’ In his book of Christian Doctrine®’, where 
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84 Serm. 19. de Verb. Apost. fal, 
Serm. 178. c. 6.) (t. 5. p. 852 b.) 
Tu laudas tractantem: ego quero 
facientem. 

36 Serm. gs. de Verb. Dom. [al. 
Serm. 61. c. 12.] (ibid. p. 356 f.) 
Laudes iste folia sunt arborum, 
fructus queritur. 

86 Hom. 25. ex so. [al. Serm. 
339. c.1.] (ibid. p. 1308 g.) Ile 
autem novit, sub cujus oculis lo- 
quor, immo sub cujus oculis cogito, 
non me tam delectari laudibus po- 
pularibus, quam etimulari et angi, 

uomodo vivant qui me laudant. 

udari autem a male viventibus 
nolo, abhorreo, detestor: dolori 
mihi est, non voluptati. Laudari 
autem a bene viventibus si dicam 
nolo, mentior: si dicam volo, timeo 
ne sim inanitatis appetentior quam 
soliditatis. Ergo quid dicam? Nec 
plene volo, nec plene nolo. Non 
plene volo, ne in laude humana pe- 
ricliter: non plene nolo, ne ingrati 
sint ae preedico. 

8&7 LL. 4. c. 24. (t. 3. part. 1. p. 87 d.) 
Non sane, si dicenti crebrius et ve- 
hementius acclametur, ideo grandi- 
ter putandus est dicere:.... grande 
autem genus plerumque pondere 
suo voces premit, sed lacrimas ex- 
primit. Denique cum apud Ceresa- 


ream Mauritanis populo dissuade- 
rem pugnam civilem, vel potius 
plusquam civilem, quam catervam 
vocabant: neque enim cives tan- 
tummodo, verum etiam propinqui, 
fratres, postremo parentes ac filii, 
lapidibus inter se in duas 

divisi, per aliquot dies continuos, 
certo tempore anni solemniter dimi- 
cabant, et quisque, ut quemque po- 
terat, occidebat. Egi quidem gran- 
diter, quantum valui, ut tam cru- 
dele atque inveteratum malum de 
cordibus et moribus eorum avelle- 
rem pelleremque dicendo: non ta- 
men egisse aliquid me putavi, cum 
eos audirem acclamantes, sed cum 
flentes viderem. Acclamationibus 
quippe se doceri et delectari, flecti 
autem lacrimis indicabant. Quas 
ubi adspexi, immanem illam con- 
suetudinem a patribus et avis, lon- 
geque a majoribus tsaditam, sey 
pectora eorum hostiliter obsidebat, 
vel potius possidebat, devictam, an- 
a reipsa id ostenderent, cre- 
didi. Moxque sermone finito ad 
agendas Deo ; ee corda atque 
ora converti. Et ecce jam ferme 
octo vel amplius anni sunt, propitio 
Christo, ex quo illic nihil tale tenta- 
tum est. 
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he speaks of that sort of ecclesiastical rhetoric which is called 
grand eloquence, he says, ‘A man should not think he had at- 
tained to it, because he frequently received the loud acclama- 
tions of the people: for those were often gained by the acumens 
and ornaments of the submiss and moderate style; and the 
grand eloquence did often suppress those acclamations by its 
weight, and extort tears in their room.’ He gives there a re- 
markable instance of his own preaching once an occasional ser- 
mon, with such effect, to the people of Cessarea, in Mauritania. 
It seems, in that place a very barbarous and unnatural custom 
had for a long time prevailed, that at a certain season of the 
year, for some whole days together, the whole city, dividing 
themselves into two parties, were used to maintain a bloody 
fight by throwing stones at one another ; and this without any 
regard to kindred or relation: for sometimes a man slew his 
brother, or a father his son, or a son his father. ‘ Now,’ says 
St. Austin, ‘I set myself with all the force of grand eloquence 
to root out and expel this cruel and inveterate evil out of their 
hearts and practice: yet I did not take myself to have made 
any impression to the purpose upon them, whilst I heard their 
acclamations, but when I saw their tears. For they showed 
indeed, by their acclamations, that they were instructed and 
pleased; but by their tears, that they were sensibly affected, 
and really converted. Which when I perceived, I then began 
to think I had got the victory over that barbarous custom, 
which had so long by tradition from their ancestors possessed 
their souls; before [ saw any more visible proof in their ac- 
tions. Whereupon, as soon as the sermon was ended, I turned 
both their mouths and hearts to give God thanks for it. And 
so, by the help of Christ, there are now almost eight years 
passed since any thing of this kind was ever attempted among 
them.’ He adds, ‘that he had made many other experiments 
of the like nature, by which he had learned that men ordinarily 
showed what impressions the force of wise and powerful rhe- 
toric made upon them, not so much by their acclamations as 
by their groans, and sometimes by their tears, and finally by 
their real change of life and sincere conversion.’ So that in 
the judgment of this pious Father, the best praise of a sermon, 
and its rhetoric, is the compunction of its hearers, and melting 
them into tears, and subduing their minds by bending them 
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to obedience, which far exceeds the honour of the greatest 
acclamations and applauses. 

After the same manner the great orator of the East, St. 
Chrysostom, often tells his hearers, ‘he rejoiced not in their 
applauses, but in the effects which his discourses had on their 
minds, in making them become new men.’ He says in one 
place28, ‘ they had made him happy in receiving his discourses 
about prayer with a ready mind. For happy is the man that 
speaks to an obedient ear.’ And he judged of their obedience, 
not so much from their acclamations and praises, as from what 
he had observed in their actions. For when he had used this 
argument, why they should not pray against their enemies, 
because it was a provocation to God, and setting up a new law 
IN opposition to his law: (for God says, Pray for your enemies! 
[Matth. 5, 44. Luke 6, 27 and 28.] but they that pray against 
them do in effect pray God to disannul his own law :) he says 
upon his mentioning this and the like arguments, ‘he had 
observed many of them to smite upon their face and breast, 
and mourn bitterly, and lift up their hands to heaven, and ask 
God pardon for such unlawful prayers. Which made him at 
the same time lift up his own eyes to heaven, and give God 
thanks that the word of his doctrine had so quickly produced 
fruit in them.’ In another place®9, says he, ‘What do your 


38 Hom. 56. Quod non sit despe- 
randum. t. 5. p. 742. (t. 3. p. 354d.) 
TfodAds tiv €yo yxdpiras, dre pera 
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Uvyopey TOUTO ToLOUvTes, Kal adyrivo- 
poberotper arp’ abris ydp eclrer, 
eK tmép roy pera nets de 
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ravra xai ra rotatra fAeyoy, woAXous 
éy bpiy «l8ov mpécwna rurrorras Kai 
ornOn, orevd{ovras mixpas, els rov 
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nv alrouvras mwepl ray Toovroy 
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xlornca re Og, Gre ovrw rayéws 6 
Adyos ris GidacxaNias roy Kapdy 
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= tail 16. In illud, Si esurierit, 
&c. t. 5. p. 320. (ibid. 157 c.) Ti ydp 
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Oedowpat mpoxdrrovras Kar’ aperyy ; 
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yap dxovdvrey, Sray aigopérny ipaov Be 
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praises advantage me, when I see not your progress in virtue? 
Or what harm shall I receive from the silence of my auditors, 
when I behold the increase of their piety ? The praise of the 
speaker is not the xpdros, the acclamations, of his hearers, but 
their zeal for piety and religion; not their making a great stir 
in time of hearing, but showing diligence at all other times. 
Applause, as soon as it is out of the mouth, is dispersed into the 
air and vanishes; but when the hearers grow better, this 
brings an incorruptible and immortal reward both to the 
speaker and the hearers. The praise of your acclamations 
may render the orator more illustrious here, but the piety of 
your souls will give him great confidence before the tribunal of 
Christ. Therefore if any one love the preacher, or if any 
preacher love his people, let him not be enamoured with ap- 
plause, but with the benefit of the hearers.’ 

It were easy to transcribe many other such passages out of 
Chrysostom, where he shows a great contempt of such popular 
applauses in comparison of their obedience. I will only relate 
one passage more‘°, where he gives a severe rebuke to all 
preachers who made this the only aim of their discourses, 
‘Many,’ says he, ‘appear in public, and labour hard, and 
make long sermons, to gain the applause of the people, in 


srappynaiay rp dBdavri’ Sore ef ris 
tay eydvrwy épa, py ray Kpdrov, 
GAAa Hs wedelas rev drovdvrwy 
épara. 

4 Hom. 30. in Act. (t. 9. p. 
238 c.) HoAAa woAAot mpdrrovow 
trép tov eis pécov ordyres paxpoy 
Groreivewy Adyov’ Kay pév xpdéreov Tv- 
xeot Tay ard Tov mAnOous, yeyover 
avrois rouro BactAeias toov’ ay Be 
perd ovyns rdy Adyov Kararavowct, 
yeévone 87 trov paddoy avrois yaXe- 
werépa xaréory THs oryys 7 abupia. 
Tovro ras éxxAncias avéetpeer, Sre 
cat tpeis ov (nreire Adyoy dxovoa 
karavukrixoy, AAG répyyas Suyauevor’ 
cal re , kat Ty ovbéce Tey 
poudroy, xabdnep peoday xai xiGa- 
ptoray daxovérres, xal npas Wuypas 
cal radairapes motovvres, Gri rais 
muerépas emiOupias éndpeba, Séov 
dxaéwrey ravras....Tovro macxopey 
Kai nueis, xdAAn AéLewy meprepyals- 
pevos xai cuvOnxas Kat Gppovias, Gras 
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Hooper, ovy Oras apeAncwper’ Srrws 
GavparGepev, oy Oras diddEwper’ 
Sros répwpev, ovy Gras xaravugw~ 
pev’ Gros xpotnOapev, Kal éraivov 
ruydvres areAOaper, oly Oras Ta FOn 
jvOulowper. Iorevoraté pot, ovx GA- 
Aws Aéyo" éreday A€ywr xporapas, 
gap auroy pev xarpdy avOpdmivey rt 
macxe’ tl yap ovx dy ris elros rd 
GAnOés; xal yavvupat, cai Stax éopat’ 
éreday 8€ dredOdv oixade evvonta 
rovs Kkpotnoayras obdéy opednbévras, 
GAN’ ef ris kal wpednOnvas ee, brd 
Tou xpérov xal ray émalvwy arokwde- 
xéras, Odvv@pat, xal orévw, nai 8a- 
Kpuw* Kai, os elegy mavra elpnxas, ovTe 
Sidxetpar, cal mpds duavrov Neyo, ri 
pot rd Schedos tay pereav, Tay dxov- 
évrav oux éOedXdvray xaprovebai ts 
qwapa Tay Adyar ray wap Hpov; Kal 
wohAams évevénoa Oeivas vdpoy roy 
KwAvorra Tous xpdrovs, xal treiOovra 
pera osyns tas axpoadoOa Kal ris 
apoonxovons evrafias. 
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which they rejoice as much as if they had gained a kingdom ; 
but if their sermon ends in silence, they are more tormented 
about that silence than about the pains of hell. This is the 
ruin of the Church, that ye seek to hear such sermons as are 
apt, not to move compunction, but pleasure, hearing them as 
you would hear a musician or singer, with a tinkling sound and 
composition of words. And we act miserably and coldly, whilst 
we indulge our own affections, which we ought to discard... . 
We curiously seek after flowers of rhetoric, and composition, 
and harmony, that we may sing to men and not profit them ; 
that we may be had in admiration by them, and not teach 
them; that we may raise delight, and not godly sorrow; that 
we may go off with applause and praise, and no ways edify 
them in their morals. Believe me, for I would not otherwise 
say it, when I raise applause in preaching, I am then subject 
to human infirmity, for why should not a man confess the 
truth? Iam then ravished and highly pleased. But when I 
go home and consider that my applauders are gone away 
without fruit, though they might have done otherwise, I weep, 
and wail, and lament that they perish in their acclamations and 
praises, and that I have preached all in vain: and I reason 
thus with myself, What profit is there in all my labours, if my 
hearers reap no fruit from my words? I have often thought of 
making it a law to forbid such acclamations, and to persuade 
you to hear in silence.’ By this it appears, that St. Chry- 
sostom could rather have wished to have had this custom 
wholly banished out of the church, because it was so frequently 
abused by vain and ambitious spirits, who regarded nothing 
else but to gain the applause of their hearers: to which pur- 
pose they sometimes suborned men to applaud them in the 
church, as is complained of Paulus Samosatensis by the Council 
of Antioch‘!: and sometimes affected to preach in such a 
manner upon abstruse subjects, as neither the people nor 
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themselves understood, only to be admired by the ignorant 
multitude, who, as St. Jerom‘? complains in this very case, are 
eommonly most prone to admire what they do not understand. 
For which reason, it was the care of all pious preachers to 
show a tender regard to the understandings of men; and, 
whether it gained applause or not, to speak usefully, and as far 
as might be, to the capacities and apprehensions of their 
hearers ; and by all the powers of divine eloquence, and proper’ 
arts of edification and persuasion, incline them to obedience 
and an heavenly temper. Without which they imagined the 
success and event of their preaching, however eloquent and 
pleasing to the ear, was not better received than that of which 
the Prophet complained, (Ezek. 33, 32.) “ Thou art unto them 
as a very lovely song of one that hath a very pleasant voice, 
and can play well on an instrument: for they hear thy words, 
but they do them not.” 

29. There is one thing more must be taken notice of with Sermons 
relation to the hearers, because it expressed a great deal of penned by 
real and diligence in their attention: which is, that many of *e hearers. 
them learned the art of notaries, the Greeks call them dfv- 
ypapot and raxvypdot, ready writers, that they might be able 
to take down in writing the sermons of famous preachers, word 
for word as they delivered them. By this means some of their 
extempore discourses were handed down to posterity, which 
otherwise must have died with the speaking. As has been 
observed before out of Eusebius +2, concerning some of Origen’s, 
which he preached in his latter years. St. Austin‘4 makes the 
same observation concerning his own sermons upon the Psalms, 
that it pleased the brethren not only to receive them with their 
ears and heart, but with their pens likewise: so that he was to 
have regard, not only to his auditors, but to his readers also. 
Socrates*® says the same of Chrysostom’s sermons, that some 
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pro Origen., cited before s. 11. p. 
126. nn. 81, 82. 

“ In Ps. 51. p. 201. (t. 4. p. 475 
b.)... Placuit irhtribus, non tantum 
aure et corde, sed et stilo excipienda 


al. at Nepotian. 
(2 I. p. Kes sa volvere, et 
celeritate Hiceodi apud imperitum 


vulgus admirationem sui facere, in- 
doctoram hominum est. Attrita 


frons interpretatur seepe quod ne- 
ecit: et quum aliis oe sibi 


quoque usurpat sci 
@L. 6. c. 36. et Pamphil. Apol. 


quze dicimus: ut non auditorem 
tantum, sed et lectorem etiam cogi- 
debeamus. 


tare 
4 1.6. c. 4. (v. 2. p. 313- 36.) 


n@ 
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of them were published by himself, and others by notaries, who 
took them from his mouth as he spake them. But they did 
not thus honour all preachers, but only those that were most 
celebrated and renowned. For Sozomen‘® observes of the 
sermons of Atticus, ‘that they were so mean, after he gave 
himself to preach extempore, when he was bishop of Constan- 
. tinople, that the notaries did not think fit to write them.’ 
These notaries were some of them allowed by the preacher 
himself, and were therefore a sort of public notaries appointed 
for this purpose : but others did it privately, according to their 
inclination and discretion. This difference is hinted by Euse- 
bius, when he says 47, Origen allowed no notaries to take his 
sermons till he was sixty years old; and by Gregory Nazi- 
anzen in his Farewell Sermon ‘®, where he thus takes his leave 
of his Church, ‘ Farewell ye lovers of my sermons, and ye pens 
both public and private.’ In which he plainly alludes to the 
two sorts of notaries that wrote his sermons in the church. 
The public notaries were generally allowed by the author’s 
consent to publish what they wrote: in which case it was usual 
for the preacher to review his own dictates, and correct such 
mistakes and supply such deficiencies as might be occasioned 
by the haste of the scribe, or some things not so accurately 
spoken by themselves in sudden and extempore discourses. 
This is evident from what Gfegory the Great‘? says in his 
Preface to his Homilies upon Ezekiel, ‘ that those homilies were 
first taken from his mouth as he spake them to the people, and 
after eight years he collected them from the papers of the 
notaries, and reviewed, and corrected, and amended them.’ So 
again in his Preface upon Job*, he says, ‘that some of his 








“Oroto: 8¢ elow ot re exdobevres rap’ 
avrov Adyot, Kal of A€éyovros av’rov 
ind rav dfvypdpar éxdypberres, 
Gras te Aaympol, cal rd éraywydy 
€xovres, ri det vw A€yerv ; 


46 1. 8.c. 27. See before, s. 11. 


. 2. gr. 
47 before, ibid. p. 126. n. 81. 
48 Orat. 32. (t. 1. p. 528 8.) Xai- 

pere roy éuav Adywv épacrai, cat 

Spdéuos xai cuvdpopal, cai ypapises 

davepai xai AavGdyvoved. 

49 Pref. in Ezek. (t.1. p.1173 a.) 

Homilias, que in Beatum Ezekielem 


Prophetam, ut coram populo loque- 
bar, exceptee sunt, multis curis ir- 
ruentibus in abolitione reliqueram. 
Sed post annos octo, petentibus fra- 
tribus, notariorum schedulas [al. 
schedas| requirere studui, easque 
favente Domino trancurrens, in 

uantum, ab angustiis tribulationem 
hcuit, emendavi, &c. 

50 Pref. in Job. (ibid. p. 4 .)... 
Quamvis eorum, quibus exponere 
compellebar, longe me vita tran- 
scenderet; injuriosum tamen esse 
non credidi, 81 fluenta usibus homi- 
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homilies were composed by himself, and others taken by the 
notaries, and those which were taken by the notaries, when he 
had time, he reviewed, adding some things and rejecting 
others, and leaving many things as he found them, and with 
such emendations he composed them into books, and published 
them.’ But many times the notaries published what they had 
written, without the author’s knowledge and consent. In 
which case we sometimes find them remonstrating against this 
as a clandestine practice. Thus Gaudentius>° says, ‘he did 
not own those homilies which were first taken by the notaries 
latently and by stealth, and then published by others imper- 
fectly, and only by halves, with great chasms and interruptions 
in them. He would not acknowledge them for his discourses 
which the notaries had written in extreme haste, and published 
without giving him any opportunity to supervise and correct 
them.’ And probably there may be reason for the same com- 
plaint in other writers. However it shows a great diligence 
and attention in the hearers of those days, and a great 
respect and honour paid to their teachers, that they would 
be at so much pains to treasure up and preserve their pious 
instructions. 

30. These things may be justly spoken to their honour, and Two re. 
it is no reflection on them, or diminution of their good cha- mare 
racter, that there were some others in those times, as thére the An- 
will be in all times, who deserved a contrary character, either pone a 
for their deficiency and want of zeal in this matter, or for their can at 
indiscreet and intemperate zeal, in placing all religion in a ser- tors. First, 
mon, and speaking contemptuously of prayer, or other parts of pope 
divine service without it. The two errors in the contrary ex- profane 


tremes, the one in excess, the other in defect, the Ancients had 


num plumbi fistula ministraret. licite attendi. 

Unde mox eisdem coram positis 5 Pref. ad Benevol. ap. Bibl. 
fratribus, priora libri sub oculis Patr. t. 2. p. 3. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 5. 
dixi: et quia tempus paullo vacan- p. 943 a.14.) De illis vero Tracta- 
tius reperi, posteriora tractando dic- tibus, quos, notariis, ut comperi, la- 
tavi. Suiradus mihi spatia largiora tenter appositis, proculdubio inter- 
pal 4 pacha multa augens, pauca ruptos et semiplenos otiosa quorun- 
subtrahens, a ita ut inventa dam studia colligere preesumpse- 
sunt nonnulla derelinquens, ea, que runt, nihil ad me attinet. Mea jam 
me loquente excepta sub oculis fu- non sunt, que constat precipiti 
erant, per libros emendando com- excipientium festinatione esse con 

i: quia et quum postrema dic- cripta. 
tarem, quo stylo prima dixeram, sol- 
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sometimes occasion to rebuke, and they did it with a becoming 
sharpness. Though St. Chrysostom was so much admired, that 
the people generally said, when he was sent into banishment®!, 
‘that it was better the sun should withdraw his rays, than his 
mouth be shut up in silence;’ yet he was often forced with 
grief to complain of some *? for their abstaining from religious 
assemblies, where they were scarce seen once a year; of 
others *3, that they spent their time there in nothing but 
idle discourse, or laughing and jesting, or transacting worldly 
business, laying themselves open to the assaults of the wicked 
Spirit, who found their house fit for his reception, empty, 
swept, and garnished ; of others +, that they turned the church 
into a theatre, and sought for nothing there, but to please their 
ears without any other advantage; and finally, of others>5, who 
extolled his discourses by great applause in words, but dis- 
graced them by the disobedience of their lives and actions, of 
whom we have heard so much before. In one place5® he more 


51 Ep. 12s. ad Cyriacum. (t.3. p. Dei Natur. t.1. p. 374. (t.1. p.4 
671 a.) ....Kat aie Oewmpotyres €.) OF Sdouase mu more py Mild 
nuas év ry éLopig amepxopevous’ nat Aeyopevov, padvpovvros, sdryopovr- 
€Xeyor mpds éavrovs, Tuvédhepev, a os, Sainov tis exeiOer dewpbijous 
6 wAos ouvéoretde Tas axrivas avrov, oyoAafovcay Kat cecapaperny eipdy 


ff iva 7d ordpa "lwdvvov dovomnoe. Thy oxi, érecrehOor pera ddelas, 


52 Hom. 46. in Lucian. Mart. t.1. 
P- 597- (t. 2. p. 524 a.) “Omep xOes 
ededoixew €£€Bn, nal redhos AiaBe voy, 
nai ris éopris aredOovons, xai rd 
wAnOos hiv cvvarednunoe, kal eAdr- 
Toy Hpi 6 ovAACYos yeyove’ Kal Few 
pév rovro oupSnadspevoy mavtas’ ov 
pny 8€ 3a rovro ths mwapavéecens 
anéaotmny’ ei yap kal pr wavres érei- 
cOncav of yGés dxovoavres, GAN’ ovde 
wdvres nreiOnoav.— Hom. 48. in In- 
script. Altar. t. 5. p. 644. (t. 3. p. 
50 a.) Ti rovro; Gcoy mpoiacw apy 
al doprai, rocovroy xal ai ifes 
éAdrrovus yivevras. "ANd 4?) padupa- 
peyv nuts ol wapdyres’ €Xarrouvs perv 
ylvovras rp mdnOet, ovK edXarrovs dé 
vf mpoOupig’ éAdrrovs re apiOpg, 
oux dAdrrous 8€ rq wé6q" édarrovs 
ylvovras, iva ol Sdxipor pavepoi yeé- 
vovra dv tyr xal pabwpey, tives 
pe ouvnGeia, tives de eriOupig Ociay 
Aoylov rapayivorra oe ¢vavoioy éop- 
ris, tyes éxcOupia axpoacews mrvev- 
parenys, K.T.X. 

53 Hom. 4. de Incomprehens. 


wohAns abupwroy Ty olxiay eipay. 

54 Hom. 2. ad Pop. Antioch. t. 1. 
p- 31. (t.2. p.25 a.) Odx €ore Gea- 
tpov 7 éxxAnola, iva mpds rép wo 
dxovoper’ apeAnOevras évrevbev dmt- 
€vas xpi), xepdavayras rt mAéov xai 
peya, ovrws avayepety Bet. ... Ti pos 
Tov Kpérov dpeXdos, k. T. A. 

55 See before, s. 27. n. 26, pre- 
ceding. 
6 Vom. 48. In Inscript. Altar. 
t. 5. p. 648. (¢. 3. p. 53 a.) Ovy 
épare rovs lovdaious, rovs Geopayous, 
rods avrenmitrrovras Tp Avi vevpare, 
rovs oxhnporpaxious ; rovrep of 21) 
sapayevépevoe tayray xelpous eiciy. 
"Exeivows day etroow of iepeis éxrd 
#épas apynoa, xat déxa, Kal etxoc, 
cal rpidxovra, ovK ayriéyouct’ kai 
ra ri rhs yd ed éxeivns yxadene- 
Tepov; ras Gvpas awoxXeiovat, Kat 
obre wip Kaiovew, oy vdep pépov- 
os, otk GAo ts wpds THY ypeiay Thy 
rowaurny peraxerpifes épierrat’ add’ 
éoriy GAvots avrois 9 apyia, Kal ovde 
avras ayriheyovow. ‘Eya 8¢ over 
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particularly reproaches them that absented themselves from 
church with the example of the Jews, who could abstain from 
work for ten, twenty, or thirty days together without contra- 
diction, at the command of their priests, and neither open their 
doors, nor light a fire, nor carry in water for any necessary 
use, which yet they submitted to, though it was an intolerable 
corporal slavery; whereas Christians were only required to set 
apart one day in seven, and only two hours of the day for 
religious assemblies, to obtain the greatest spiritual advantages 
to the soul; and yet they neglected such opportunities, and 
chose any meetings rather than the church. 

St. Ambrose 57 in like manner upbraids those who spent 
their time in talking in the church, from the example of the 
Heathen, who reverenced their idols by their silence, whilst 
Christians even drowned the voice of the divine oracles, and 
the declaration of them, by their confused noise and con- 
fabulations in the church. This, Ceesarius > tells them, was 
m effect to offer men poison or a sword. For such an one 
neither heard the word of God himself, nor suffered others to 
hear it : and such must expect not only to give account of their 
own, but other men’s destruction at the day of judgment. Ori- 
gen 59 and some others © tell these men, their own practice, in 


roovroy Aéyw, Srs era yudpas dpyn- 
coy, ovdé Séxa nuépas’ adAd dvo por 
Odvercov Spas ras judpas, nat rds 
Aoeras abvhe iye cai ovdé rovrd pos 


td pérpoy eiodépers’ paddoy S¢ py, 
¢pot 8avelays ras dvo Spas, aan 


davr@, iva wapaxdnolw rwa evdyis 
défn waréper, iva evdoytay wemdn- 
pepevos araywpnons, iva mavrayd- 
Oey aopadny anedOns, Ga ra dra 
AaBay ra mvevpatica dxarayomoros 
yey cal dyeipwros r@ AsaBdre. Ti 
wOurepoy, elwé por, THs évravOa d:a- 

ns; el yap Omnpepevey évravda 
xpny, ti cepvdrepoy; ri dodadéore- 
poy, Grov adeAdot rocovra, orou Td 
TIyeupa 1d" A-ytov, Grou Incots péaos, 
cal 6 rovrov Larnp ; Totay érépay 
yreis ovvayeyiy roavryy; moto 
bel Bovdevtnpiov ; olay hig 3 
rocavra ayaa ev tH Tparé(n, ev TH 
axpodca, éy rais sexless, dy Tats 
ebyais, €y rais ouvovolas’ «al od 


mpos érépas Bréreas dtarpiBds’ Kai 
wolay éxes ovyyrdpny ; 

57 De Virgin. .1. 3. [c. 3. n. 11.] 
(t. 2. p. 177 a.) An oer a est 
indignius, quam oracula divina cir- 
cumstrepi, ne audiantur, ne cre- 
dantur, ne revelentur? circumso- 
hare sacramenta confusis vocibus, 
...cum Gentiles idolis suis reveren- 
tiam tacendo deferant? 

58 Hom. 34. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 8. 
p- 853 h. 1.) Qui in ecclesia ineptis 
et incongruis fabulis occupatur, 
quasi venenum et giladium reliquis 
hominibus ingerere vel prebere 
cognoscitur, dum verbum Dei nec 
ipse audit, nec alios audire permittit. 

ui enim talis est, et pro sua et pro 
aliorum destructione in die judicii 
redditurus est rationem. 

59 Hom. 8. in Exod. t.1. p. 102. 
(t. 2. p.176 e.) Nostis, qui divinis 
Inysteriis interesse consuestis, quo- 
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another case would rise up in judgment against them : for they 
themselves showed a great reverence to the body of Christ in 
the eucharist ; and yet it was no less a piacular crime to show 
contempt to the word of God than to his body; and they 
would be held guilty for a disrespect in the one case as well 
as the other. Thus they showed men what reverence was 
due to the preaching of the word of God, by setting before 
them the sin and danger of those abuses some were apt to 
run into, by an error in defect and want of a just reverence 
to it. 

31. On the other hand, they were no less careful to guard 
men against superstition in the other extreme. For there was 
an error in excess, as well as in defect of reverence for preach- 
ing. Some were so over-run with an indiscreet bigotry and 
intemperate zeal for preaching, as to reckon all other parts of 
divine service useless and insignificant, if they were not ac- 
companied with a sermon. These men had their arguments 
to plead in their own behalf, which are thus proposed and 


And, 
secondly, 
the intem- 
perate zea- 
lots, who 
placed all 
religion in 


@ sermon. 


answered by St. Chrysostom ©. 


modo, quum suscipitis corpus Do- 
mini, cum omni cautela et vene- 
ratione servatis, ne ex eO parum 
quid decidat, ne consecrati muneris 
aliquid dilabatur. Reos enim vos 
creditis, et recte creditis, si quid 
inde per negligentiam decidat. Quod 
si circa corpus ejus conservandum 
tanta utimini cautela, et merito uti- 
mini ; quomodo putatis minoris esse 
piaculi, verbum Dei neglexisse, 
uam corpus ejus? 
‘ 60 Vid. Augustin. Hom. 26. ex 50. 
[al. Serm. 300. append. ](t. 5. append. 
p. 504 c.) Interrogo vos, fratres vel 
sorores, dicite mihi, quid vobis plus 
ease videtur, verbum Dei an corpus 
Christi? Si verum vultis respondere, 
hoc utique dicere debetis, quod non 
sit minus verbum Dei quam corpus 
Christi. Et ideo quanta solicitudine 
observamus, quando nobis corpus 
Christi ministratur, ut nihil ex ipso 
de nostris manibus in terram cadat; 
tanta solicitudine observemus, ne 
verbum Dei, quod nobis tur, 
dum aliud aut cogitamus, aut loqui- 
mur, de corde nostro depereat. 


‘Why should I go to church, 


Quia non minus reus erit, qui ver- 
bum Dei negligenter audierit, quam 
ille, qui corpus Christi in terram 
cadere negligentia sua permiserit. 

61 Hom. 3. in 2 Thess. p. 1502. 
(t. 11. p. 528 b.) Ti elaépyopai, Gn- 
ov, € ovK axove Tivds dpuAOvvTos 5 
Totro mdyra dirdAade rat buepbeipe’ 
ri yap xpeia dutdnrod; awd rhs Hye- 
repas padupuias aurn 7 xpela yéeyove’ 
Aw ri yap durias xpela; mavra 
capn xai ev0éa ra mapa ais Geias 
Tpagdais’ wdyra ra avayxaia 87Aa° 
GAN’ eresdy répedas €ore axpoarai, 
dia Touro Kal ravra (nreire. Eisré ya 
pot, woim dump Adyou Ilavdos Ae 
yev; aA’ dpaws ry olxoupemy ene- 
orpewe’ rroip d¢€ Ilerpos & aypdp- 
paros; ’AXAX’ ov« ola, pyot, ra ev 
rais Oeiats Tpadais xeipeva’ ded ri 
obx oldas; 27) yap “Ef8paiori ; 1) yap 
‘Popatori; pn yap érepoyAooous 
eipnrat; ovxt “EAAnmorl Adyerat; 
"AAN’ dcahas, Gna’ motoy daadges, 
elmé pot; ovy? iotopiat eloi; ra yap 
can olvas, iva wepi trav doapav 
éparnons. Mupia loropia eloly ev 
tais Tpadais* ele po piay ef éxei~ 
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said they, if I cannot hear a preacher?’ ‘This one thing,’ 
says St. Chrysostom, ‘has ruined and destroyed all religion. 
For what necessity is there of a preacher? That necessity 
arises only from our sloth and negligence. For why otherwise 
should there be any need of an homily? All things are clear 
and open in the holy Scriptures; all things necessary are 
plainly revealed. But because ye are hearers that study only 
to delight your ears and fancy, therefore ye desire these 
things. Tell me, I pray, with what pomp of words did St. 
Paul preach? And yet he converted the world. What pomp 
did the ilbterate Peter use? But, say they, we cannot under- 
stand the things that are written in Scripture. Why so? Are 
they spoken in Hebrew, or Latin, or any other strange tongue? 
Are they not spoken in Greek, to you that understand the 
Greek tongue? Yea, but then they are spoken darkly. How 
darkly? What difficulties do the histories contain? You under- 
stand the plain places, that you may take pains and inquire 
about the rest. There are a thousand histories in the Bible: 
tell me one of them. But you cannot tell one of these. 
Therefore all this is mere pretence and words. Oh! but, say 
they, we have the same things read to us every day out of 
Scripture. And do you not hear the same things every day 
in the theatre? Have you not the same sight at the horse 
race? Are not all things the same? Does not the same sun 
rise every morning? Do you not eat the same meat every day? 
I would ask you, seeing you say you hear the same things every 
day, what portion of the Prophets, what Apostle, what Epistle 


vor’ aGAd’ oik épeis" mpdpaars : Tatra 
nal Adyot. Kall jyé nuépay, pyol, ra abra 
€or steer ri rien ele pot, ev rots 
Gearpoats ov To aura Gxovers ; ; & rais 
isrrodpopias ov ra at’ra dpas; ra Oé 
mpéypara mavta ob rd abra dori; 
6 8€ FALos ovy oO abros del avaredAct ; 
Tpocpais 8€ ov rais avrais ypapeba; 
"EovAdpny gov mderGat, ered}, 7a 
aira Aéyes dxovew naS éxdorny jpé- 
pay’ eisré pot, qroiov Tpopyrov éorl 
rd yepioy Td avayvod ev, kal troiov 
‘Asoorohov, i golas Emoroijs; aan’ 
ovK ay exors eisreiv, adda Boxes Eevoy 
axovery. Oray pev oby peOupioat 6é- 
Ans, ta abré eyes elvau: Grav de 


EpwrnOns, as obSérore axovoas 8id- 


cecoat’ el 7a aurd €or, éxpayy aura 
eidévas’ ov 8€ a dyvoeis. Opnvay aka 
ra rapévra, Opnveyv xai éduppov, Ore 
els xevov dpyupoxdros dpyvpoxorei. 
Tatty padsvora éxpiy mpocexew, Ort 
ra aura éorw, ote ovdeva jwape opey 
tyiy advov, ovde Eeva riva xal evnr- 
Aaypeva Aéyonev. Ti oby ; ered?) 
éxeiva Ta aura dé us eivat, Ta Se 

nuérepa ov rd a’ra eorw, aed féva 
A€yoper, Tovrots mpooexere 3 ; ot8a- 
pas" GAN’ dy per eitoper, Aca té oide 
ravra KATEXETE 3 dn rag, gyoiv, a aKovo- 
pev, xal ras Et Karacyxely 5 “Av elra- 
pev, 'Exeivois bua ri ov mpoaéxerte ; 
hare, Aci rd abra Aeyeras’ Kal rayro- 
Gev padupias cal axnyews ra pnpata.. 
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was read? But you cannot tell: they are perfectly new and 
strange to you. When therefore you are disposed to be idle, 
you pretend the same things are read: but when you are 
asked concerning them, you are as men that never heard 
them. If they are the same, you should have known them: 
but you know nothing of them. This is a thing to be la- 
mented, that the workman labours in vain. For this reason 
you ought to attend, because they are the same, because we 
bring nothing strange or new to your ears. What then, be- 
cause ye say the Scriptures are always the same, but what we 
preach are not so, but always contain something new, do ye 
attend to them? Inno wise. And if we ask you, why do you 
not remember them? ye answer, how should we, seeing we 
hear them but once? If we say, why do you not remember 
the Scriptures? ye answer, they are always the same. These 
are nothing but pretences for idleness, and mere indications of 
a sceptical temper.’ Thus that holy Father rebukes that in- 
temperate zeal which set up preaching in opposition to read- 
ing of the Scriptures, under various pretences of their being 
obscure, or tedious repetitions of the same things, when in 
truth a fanatical affectation of novelty, and a fantastical scep- 
ticism, and a vicious desire of being freed from all the burden 
of attending upon religious assemblies, was really at the bottom 
of all their objections. 
Howmen 82%. There is but one thing more to be observed upon this 
pire head: which is, that as there were some who complained that 
thought their sermons were not frequent enough, or too short ; so there 
cad were others that complained they were too long, and were dis- 
long. posed to leave the assembly before sermon was ended. Some 
canons are pretty severe upon such auditors. The fourth 
Council of Carthage ®! orders them to be proceeded against 
with excommunication. But others used a more gentle way, 
contenting themselves to admonish their auditors of their duty, 
and sometimes using ingenious stratagems and feigned apolo- 
gies to detain them; and sometimes ordering the doors of the 
church to be kept shut till all was ended. Which is particu- 
larly remarked of Ceesarius Arelatensis by the author of his 


61 C. 24. (t. 2. p. 1202 8.) Sacer- egressus de auditorio fuerit, excom- 
dote verbum faciente in ecclesia, qui municetur. 
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Life ©. St. Chrysostom considers the matter with some dis- 
tinction. He makes some allowance for the weakness of such 
as were unable to hold out the whole time at a long sermon: 
and forasmuch as many were more desirous of long sermons 
than short ones, he thinks the matter was so to be ordered as 
to accommodate both. ‘ Seeing there are some,’ says he®, ‘in 
so great a multitude, who cannot bear a long discourse, my 
advice to such is, that when they have heard as much as they 
can contain, and as much as suffices them, they should depart, 
(for no one hinders them, or compels them to stay longer than 
their strength is able to bear,) that they may not impose a ne- 
cessity on us of making an end before the proper time. For 
thou art satisfied, but thy brother is yet an hungry: thou hast 
drunk thy fill of what is spoken, but thy brother is yet athirst. 
Therefore neither let him burden thy weakness by compelling 
thee to receive more than thy strength will bear; neither be 
thou injurious to his desire of hearing by hindering him from 
taking as much as he is able to receive. For go it is at a com- 
mon table, some are filled sooner, some later, and neither do 
these accuse those, nor they condemn the other. But there is 
a commendation to depart quickly ; but here to depart quickly 
is not commendable, but only pardonable. To stay long at a 
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62 Cypr. Gall. sive Tolonens., Vit. 
Cesar. c. 12. (ap. Surium, t. 4. p. 
948.) Szepissime ostia, lectis Evan- 

iis, occludi jussit ; donec, propitio 

eo, ipsi gratularentur, ea coerci- 
tione se profecisse, qui solebant esse 
Be icc Cesar. Hom. 12. (ap. 

ibl. Max. t. 8. pp. 831, seqq.) cui 
tit. est, Admonitio per quam suade- 
tur ut omnis populus, donee divina 
oy reais celebrantur, in ecclesia fi- 
deliter exspectent. 

63 Hom. 60. Deemones non gu- 
bernare mundum. t. 5. p. 784. (t. 2. 
p. 248 b.) "AAA’ erred) cup Baive: ei- 
yai tivas kal doGeveis éy 8numw rocov- 

» aduvarotrras mrapaxohovOjoa re 
pnkes Tov Adyov, Exetvo abrois wapat- 
yéoa: BovAopas’ dxovcayras Soa 8v- 
yavra SefacOa, xal rd dpxovwra Aa- 
* Bévras, dvaxwpicat’ ovdeis 6 kwdvav, 
ovd€ Bra(épevos mépa ris olkeias pé- 
vey Ouvapews. Toy pév rot Adyor py 
Gvayxa{erwoay mpo Tov Kaipou Kai 
THs olkeias Spas sverobar eve- 


nAnoOns yap av’ GAX’ adeAdds cov 
rs wewg’ xal od peOvers TH wANOe 
Tay eipnpevoy® add’ 6 adeAdds cov 
ere dupa pnre éxeivos ouvrpiBéere Thy 
acGéveray, dvayxa(wy mew rhs ol- 
nelas Sé£acOa Suvduews* pyre ov 
éenmnpeate TH dxeivou émiOupia, xodvev 
Gray, écov duvara dé£arbat, AaBeiy. 
Tovro kai eri ray efwbev yivera Tpa- 
we{av" ol per Oarroy, of 33 Bpadure- 
pov éeprisdavras’ xai obre adres €y- 
kaAdovow éxeivots, ore ovTot TovT@Y 
Kataywva@oKovoty’ GAX’ éxet pév Td 
TayvTepoy amogrivat, éyxapioy’ éy- 
rava 8€ 1rd raytTepoy arooThyvat, 
ovy! éyxdpioy, dAAd puns agcov" 
éxet ro Bpadvrepoy waveacba, xarn- 
yopia xai pepyts’ évratOa rd Bpadv- 
Tépoy aGroornvat, éraivos cal evgnpia 
peytorn’ ri Onmore; ore éxet pev &€ 
adndayias 7 Bpadurns yiverar’ év- 
travOa 8¢ €£ éemOupias mvevparixns 
cat Geias cpetews 9 srapapory Kai 7 
xaprepia cuviorarat. 
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carnal feast is a matter worthy of reproof, because it proceeds 
from an intemperate appetite: but to stay long at a spiritual 
feast deserves the highest praise and commendation, because it 
proceeds from a spiritual desire and holy appetite, and argues 
patience and constancy in giving attention.’ Thus that holy 
Father decides the controversy about long and short sermons, 
and prudently divides the matter between strong and weak 
hearers; commending the one without condemning the other, 
and making some apology for the length of his sermons with- 
out offence to either party. 

I shall make the same apology to my readers for the length 
of this chapter. If there be any whose curiosity leads them to 
know all that relates to the preaching of the Ancients, they 
may read the whole, and perhaps will not think it too long; 
but they whose appetite is not so sharp, may shorten it as they 
please, and accommodate it to their own use, by selecting such 
parts as are most agreeable to their own taste and proper for 
their own instruction. And so I end the discourse about 
preaching in the ancient Church. 


CHAP. V. 


Of the prayers for the catechumens, energumens, competentes 
or candidates of baptism, and the penitents. 


1. As soon as the sermon was ended, the public prayers of 


; the Church began, and not before. For anciently the order of 


divine service was a little different in its method from what it 
is usually now in the Church. For anciently the greatest part 
of the public prayers came after sermon. This is expressly 
said by Justin Martyr in his Apology ®, where he is giving an 
account of the Christian worship on the Lord’s-day. He says, 
‘ They first read the Scriptures, then the president or bishop 
made a discourse or exhortation, after which they rose up 
all together and made their common prayers: and then when 
these were ended, the bishop prayed again, and gave thanks 
for the consecration of the bread and wine in the eucharist, 
the people answering Amen!’ And so St. Chrysostom affirms 


64 ae 2. (p. 98 €.) ‘O mpoeoras duordpeba Row] Tavres, Kai evxas 
.THY vouvOeciay moira’ erecta mépropev, xt. A. 
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also, saying in one place ®, ‘ The exhortation comes first, and 
then immediately prayer :’ and in another place ©, ‘ You need 
both advice and prayer: therefore we advise you first, meaning 
in the sermon, and then we make prayers for you. They that 
are initiated know what I say.’ So that when Chrysostom or 
any others say prayer went before sermon, they are to be 
understood either of that short salutation which the minister 
used at the entrance upon every office, The Lord be with you! 
the people answering, And with thy spirit! or of some short 
prayer of the preacher ; or of the private prayers of people, 
intermingled with the psalmody; and not of the common 
prayers. of the Church. For many orders of men might be 
present at the sermon and to hear the Scriptures read, who 
might not join in prayers with the faithful; and for that rea- 
son the sermon and reading of the Scriptures went before, that 
such persons might have the benefit of them who were to be 
dismissed when the prayers begun, because they had as yet no 
title to communicate in them. 

2. These prayers were of two sorts: prayers peculiar to the Who might 
faithful or communicants only, at which neither catechumens, cobs ee: 
nor penitents, nor energumens, nor any persons yet unbaptized sent at 
might be present: and prayers made particularly for these pani ad 
several orders, at which therefore they were allowed to be tnd mere 
present, and both hear the prayers and pray for themselves. obliged to 
But even from these prayers some were obliged to withdraw, "drew. 
who were allowed to be present at sermons for their instruc- 
tion. Such were all Jews and infidels and such of the catechu- 
mens and penitents as were known by the distinct name of 
dxpodpevor among the Greeks and audientes among the Latins, 
that is, hearers only. Therefore as soon as sermon was ended, 
before any of these prayers began in the service of the cate- 
chumens, a deacon was used to make proclamation from some 
eminency in the church, Ne quis audientium, ne quis inf- 


65 Hom. 28. quee est 3. de Incom- pdvoy, dAAd xal éy rois ypdupact’ det 
rehens. Dei Notur. t. I. p. 365. yap xal cupBovdjs, nai ebyns. Ard 
t. 1. p. 471 a.) Mera mhy wapaive- rovro xal jeis mpérepoy cupPov- 

ow evdws edyn. Aevovres, Tére tas Urép byay edxas 

66 Hom. 11. in 1 Thess. p. 1480. sotovpeda’ nal rovro eae ol pe- 
(t. rt. p. 504 a.) Mera rHy mapaive- peunpevot. 
ow kat ebyny emdyer, Kal ov rovro 
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delium! Let none of the hearers, let none of the unbelievers 
be present ! as it is worded in the Constitutions ®,. 

3. This said, and silence being made, the deacon cried 
again, ‘ Pray ye, catechumens!’ and, ‘ Let all the faithful with 
attention pray for them, saying, Lord have mercy upon them!’ 
Then the deacon began a prayer for them, which in the Con- 


sostom and ding prayer for the catechumens, because it was both an ex- 
hortation and direction how they were to pray for them. 

We have two ancient forms of this prayer still remaining, 
one in St. Chrysostom, and another in the Constitutions. That 


the Consti- 
tutions. 


4 


in. the Constitutions ®® is in these words: 


‘Let us all beseech 


God for the catechumens; that he who is gracious, and a lover 
of mankind, would mercifully hearken to their supplications 
and prayers, and accepting their petitions would help them, 
and grant them the requests of their souls according to what 
ig expedient for them; that he would reveal the Gospel of 


Christ to them: 


that he would enlighten and instruct them, 


and teach them the knowledge of God and divine things; that 
he would instruct them in his precepts and judgments; that he 
would open the ears of their hearts to be occupied in his law 
day and night; that he would confirm them in religion, that 
he would unite them to and number them with his holy flock, 


&” L. 8. c. 5. (Cotel. v. 1. P- 392.) 
. Kal wAnpacayros avrov roy THs 
S:dacxadlas Adyoy, dvacrdvyreay amdy- 
tev, 6 Cidxovos, ep tyndod Tivos 
nel xnpurréere, My tis ray a- 


“oe “L. 8. c. 6. (Cotel. ibid.  P- 393) 
‘Yep Tov RAT) XOULE vODY wavres Tov 
coy wapaxahécoper, i twa 6 dyabds, 

AdvOparros, ebpevdos eloaxovoy Tay 
enoewy al’tdy xal ray mapaxhnoeay, 
cal mpoodeEdpevos abtray rip ixeciay 
dyrikaByrat abréy, cal 86 abrois ra 
alrnpara Toy rapBiaov atraéy mpos rd 
oupdépor' droxaduyy atrois rd et- 
€Atov rod Xpiorov airoi, porlon 
avs, kal cuverion’ madevoy abrovs 
Ti Geoyvaciay, biddfy abrods ra 
mpoordypara avrot ral rd Bixaudpora’ 
éyr UTEvoy éy avrois roy ayvoy 
abvrov xal carnpioy PdBov' siavoitn 


Ta dra rév aphioy abtay mpds To ey 
re vdpm avrov karayiverOas iépas 
cal wuerés’ BeBaubon 8é avrovs éy ri 
ee _évbon kal eyxarapOunoy 

p ayip abrod rowvio’ xa- 
ragiboas abrovs Tov Aoupo ris wa- 
Atyyeregias, Tov évOiparos ris d- 
hbapalas, ris Svros Cars" puonras dé 
atrovs dxé réons doeBeias, cai py Op 
rémov p dddcrpip kar’ diray’ Ka- 
Gapion be avrovs dd wayrés pohvo- 
pov wapros Kai Filacaaala! évouxnoy 
Te ev aurois xa ¢, ouraabine did rou 
Xpicrov abrov’ evAoynay ras eladdous 
aurioy rai ras efd8ous, kal xarevOuvy 
abrois Ta mpoxeipeva els rd cupthépor. 
“Er: dxrevas trép abray ixerevormpey, 
iva, adbéceas Tuxdvres Tay mAnupe- 
Anpdroy da rhs puncess, dfiwbacr 
Tay ayioy puornpiey cal ths pera 
ta cylov dtaporns. 
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vouchsafing them the laver of regeneration, with the garment 
of incorruption, and true life ; that he would deliver them from 
all impiety, and give no place to the adversary to get advan- 
tage against them; but that he would cleanse them from all 
pollution of flesh and spirit, and dwell in them, and walk in 
them by his Christ; that he would bless their going out and 
their coming in, and direct all their designs and purposes to 
their advantage. Further yet, let us earnestly pray for them, 
that they may have remission of sins by the initiation of 
baptism, and be thought worthy of the holy mysteries, and 
remain among his saints.’ 

Then the deacon, addressing himself to the catechumens 
themselves, said, ‘ Catechumens, arise. Pray for the peace of 
God, that this day and all the time of your life may pass in 
quietness and without sin; that you may make a Christian 
end, and find God propitious and merciful, and obtain remis- 
sion of your sins. Commend yourselves to the only unbegotten 
God by his Christ.’ 

To every petition of this bidding prayer, the people, and 
especially children, are appointed 7° to subjoin, Kvpte éAdnoor, 
Lord have mercy upon us ! 

After this the deacon bids them bow down, and receive the 
bishop’s benediction; which is in the following form of direct 
invocation 7? : 

‘O Almighty God, who art without original and inacces- 


69 Ibid. (p. ead.) "EyelperGe of xa- 
THXoupevot’ THY elpnyny rou Geo did 
rov Xptarov avrov airnoacbe, eipnu- 
nny Huépay Kal dvaydprnroy Kai mdyra 
rov ypévoy rhs (ans tov, Xproriava 
ipey ra réAn, (Acar nal every roy 
Gedy, dherwy mAnupeAnpdroy’ davrovs 
TE pdvy ayervnrp Gew bd rov Xpio- 
re Ibid. (p. ead.) "EG! éxdorp 8 

id. - Gad. Ki 
TOUT@Y, oy 8 Bidnovos mpoodwvei, Ae- 
yéro 6 Xads, Kipse, €Xénoov’ xai mpd 
waytoy Ta wadia. 

71 [Ibid. (p. ead.) KAtwdvrayv 34 
airév rds xedadds, evAoyeir@ av- 
rovs 5 xeiporombets éxiaxomos evdo- 
yiay roth ‘O Geds, 5 lavroxparewp, 
6 ayévynros kal ampdaitos, 5 pdvos 

Geds, 6 Geds xal Harnp rod 
Xpworod gov, rod povoyevois Yiov 


gov, 6 eds tov HapaxAnrov xal rey 
doy Kuptos" 6 dia Xpiorov ddacxa- 
Aous rovs ds érurrncas mpos 
pabnow ris evoeBeias, avrds xal voy 
émide ent rovs BovAous cov, rovs KaTn- 
xoupevous rd evayyédtoy rod Xpiorov 
gov, kat ds avrois xapdiay xawihy, 
cal avevpa evbés é€yxaincoy éy rois 
éyxdrots atray, mpds rd eldévas rai 
move Td OeAnpa cov, év xapdia mAnpec 
nal Wuy7j Oedovan’ xarafiwcoy ab’rovs 
ris ayias puncews, Kal €vwcoy avrovs 
éy ry ayia cou éxxAnalg, cal perdxous 
roingoy Tay Oeiwy pvotnpiov, dd 
Xpiorov, ris €Aridos nudy, rou tmep 
aurav awobavdvros’ 8¢ of aos ddfa 
nat 1d oéBas, év ‘Ayip Uvevpart, els 
rovs alévas’ "Auny. Kal perd rovro 6 
Sudxovos Aeyé7@, LpoeAGere, xarnxov- 
pevot, ev elpnyy. Grischov. | 
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sible, the only true God, thou God and Father of Christ, thy 
only-begotten Son, God of the Comforter 72, and Lord of all 
things ; who by Christ didst make learners become teachers for 
the propagation of Christian knowledge; look down now upon 
these thy servants, who are learning the instructions of the 
Gospel of thy Christ: and give them a new heart, and renew 
a right spirit within them, that they may know and do thy 
will with a perfect heart and a willing mind. Vouchsafe them 
thy holy baptism, and unite them to thy holy Church, and make 
them partakers of thy holy mysteries, through Christ our 
hope, who died for them, by whom be glory and worship unto 


AIV. v. 





thee world without end. Amen!’ 


After this, let the deacon 


say, ‘Catechumens, depart in peace !’ 
St. Chrysostom in one of his Homilies7? gives us a like form 


72 This phrase, 6 Oeds rou Hapa- 
xAnrov, and a like phrase, which oc- 
curs in the prayer of this author in 
the daily Evening Service, (1. 8. c. 37. 
Cotel. ibid. p. 416.) where the Father 
is styled, ‘O rot Ilvevparos Kuptos, 
The Lord of the Spirit, are harsh 
expressions, and not very usual in 
Catholic writers ; which makes some 
suspect this author, as if he were 
tainted with the Macedonian heresy *, 
which denies the divinity of the 
Holy Ghost, and makes him a mere 
creature. But this seems not to 
have been the intent of our author, 
who no where denies the true di- 
vinity of the Son or Holy Ghost, 
but only gives such titles of pre- 
eminence to the Father as Justin 
Martyr did before him, in d to 
the Father’s being the fountain of 
the Deity, and the origin of exist- 
ence in the Son and Holy Spirit, not 
as creatures, but as his Eternal Son 
and Eternal Holy Spirit, equal to 
him in all essential perfections, but 
only deriving those divine perfec- 
tions from him, as the author and 
fountain of their being, as God of 
God, and Light of Light, by eternal 
generation and procession. In this 
sense Bishop Bull has observed, 
that Justin Martyr in his Dialogue 
with Tryphon, p. 358, uses the very 


same expression, in speaking of the 
Son, my our author oes of the 
Spirit: for he says, ‘The Father is 
Kupiov Kupios, os Harip Geds, 
airiés re avr@ rov elvas cat Auvarg, 
cal Kupi, xal Geq,— The Lord of the 
Lord as Father and God, and cause 
of his being, of and from whom he 
has even this, that he ts Omntpotent 
and Lord and God.’ Where Bishop 
Bull rightly observes, that God the 
Father is said to be God and Lord 
of his Son, not as he is Lord of the 
creatures, but quatenus est fons Di- 
vinitatts, et causa Filio ut sit,—as he 
is the fountain of the Deity and cause 
of his Son’s existence. Which does 
not make the Son a creature, but 
the true, consubstantial, and eternal 
Son of God; or, as our author ex- 
ser himself accurately elsewhere, 
e is hereby Geds povoyers, God the 
only-begotten ; that is, the true Son 
of the Father, who is styled Lord of 
the Son, not as a Creator, but as a 
Father. 
78 Hom. 2.in 2 Cor. p. 740. (t. 10. 
. 435 b.) Tods yap morots 6 vdéuos 
eae ae apis thy Tay duunreyv ire- 
mplay’ Gray yap 6 Suixovos deyz, 
‘Yrép roy xarnyoupevoy dereviis be- 
nOapev, ovdev GdAo f rdv Sjpoy dray- 
ra ray moray Siavlernow els ras 
itp éxeivey evyas’ xairor ye ddAd- 


* [See Cotelerius in loc. (not. 23.) Durissima locutio, Macedonianismum re- 
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of the deacons’ bidding prayer for the catechumens. ‘The 
law of the Church,’ says he, ‘moves the faithful to pray for 
those who are yet unbaptized. For when the deacon says, 
Let us pray fervently for the catechumens! he does nothing 
else but excite the whole multitude of the faithful to pray for 
them. For the catechumens are as yet aliens: they are not 
yet engrafted into the body of Christ, nor made partakers of 
the holy mysteries, but remain divided from the spiritual flock, 
and for that reason he says, Let us pray fervently! that you 
may not reject them as aliens, that you may not disown them 
as strangers. For they are not yet allowed to use the prayer 
that was introduced and established by the law of Christ. (He 
means the Lord’s Prayer.) They have not yet liberty or con- 
fidence enough to pray for themselves, but need the help of 
those that are already initiated, for they stand without the 
royal gates, and at a distance from the holy rails. And for 
that reason are sent away when the tremendous prayers are 
offered at the altar. Upon this account the deacon exhorts 
you to pray for them, that they may be made members, and 


the catechumens. 
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tEo vip ray Bacay levaace au- 
néppe Trav lepay wepiBdrov..... 
rovro xal oe napaxanei, deicOat 
twép avrav, iva ptAn yevorra od, 
iva ps) ere doe Edvos nai AAAoTpio- 
pévos rd yap, AenOaper, ov ois 
lepevot A€yerat pdvoy, adAG Kai rois 
elg rdév Nady cuvTedovow’ Stray ydp 
ety, 2rapev nadés, SenOapev, wavras 
qls rhy eb srapaxadei. Elra apxé- 
pevos ths evyns hyoiv’ “Iva é wavede- 
Hur Kal olxrippov Geds éraxovoy 
rev Senocwy avrov'’....iva di:avoitn 
ra Gra tev Kapdtay avray’.... 
axoioa & dpOadpds obx elBe, xai ovs 
otx frovee, xal én xapdiay dvOpdrov 
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.. Qtavravros Ta avrov voeiy, Ta avTou 
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kal vuxros €y Tp vous avrov narayive- 
oOat. . .“Ert éxrevéorepoy trép avray 
wapaxadécoper,. . Iva é€€Anras avrovs 
Grd travrds trovnpow Kal drémou mpay- 

S.....@md mayros a ? 

dcaBoXixov, nal maons wepiotracens TOU 
ayTixeimevou'..iva xaTrafibon avrovs 
év xatp@ evOéry THs Tou AouTpoU sra- 
Asyyeverias, THs dberews Tey dpyap- 
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be no longer foreigners and aliens. For that word, Let ue 
pray ! is not spoken to the priests only, but also to the people. 
For when he says, 2rapev xadds, SenOdpev, Let us stand de- 
cently, let us pray! he exhorts all to pray. And then he 
begins the prayer in these words :’ 

‘That the merciful and gracious God would vouchsafe to 
hear their prayers; that he would open-the ears of their 
hearts; that they may hear what eye hath not seen, nor ear 
heard, neither hath it entered into the heart of man; that he 
would instil into them the word of his truth; that he would 
sow the word of his truth in their hearts; and confirm his 
faith in their minds, that he would reveal unto them the gospel 
of righteousness; that he would give them a divine and 
heavenly mind, pure and holy thoughts, and a virtuous con- 
versation; always to mind, always to regard, and meditate 
upon the things that belong to him, and to be occupied in his 
law day and night. Let us pray yet more ardently for them, 
that he would deliver them from all evil and absurd employ- 
ments, from all diabolical sin, and all the circumventions of the 
adversary : that he would vouchsafe to bring them in due time 
to the laver of regeneration, and grant them remission of sins, 
and the clothing of incorruption; that he would, during their 
whole lives, bless their going out and their coming in, their 
houses and families; that he would increase and bless their 
children, and bring them to the measure of perfect age with 
the instruction of wisdom; and that he would direct all their 
purposes to their advantage.’ 

After this, the deacon bids them rise up and pray for them- 
selves, dictating what they were to pray for’‘: ‘ Pray, ye cate- 
chumens, for the angel of peace; that all your purposes may 
be peaceably directed: pray that this present day and all the 
days of your lives may be spent in peace, and that you may 
make a Christian end. Commend yourselves to the living God 
and to his Christ.’ 

. «This being done,’ says Chrysostom’, ‘we bid them bow 

74 Hom. 2. in 2 Cor. P.740. (ibid. ava tyoy ra Téa’ caurous (avs Oe 
Pp. 440 a.) Tov éyyehov THs elpnyns al- kat a Xptore avrov mapaGerba. 
Theatre, ol xarnyoupevot’ elpquind 0 tpiv bid. (d. .) Elra xNivas ras kea- 
wavva Ta Mpoxe(peva’ elpnvuxny Ty das xeXevoper, TeKunptov rou ras ev- 
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their heads, and receive the benediction of God, as a sign that 
their prayers are heard. For it is not man that blesses them : 
but by his hands and tongue we present their heads, as they 
stand there, to the Heavenly King; and then all the congrega- 
tion with a loud voice cry out, Amen!’ 

Here is a plain account of the second prayer, that was made 
for the catechumens by the bishop; which is styled here, as it 
is also in the Constitutions, the bishop’s commendation or bene- 
diction. Learned men’> think this homily was preached by 
Chrysostom, when he was bishop of Constantinople. And if so, 
we must conclude that these prayers were the forms that were 
used then in the Liturgy of Constantinople. 

4, And I the rather incline to this opinion, because there 1s What 
some little difference between this form of Chrysostom’s and et pee 
that in the Constitutions. For in this of Chrysostom’s, the ca- ing for the 
techumens are bid to pray for the angel of peace, which is not ae yo 
mentioned in the form of the Constitutions; though it be in ipa form 
another place?®, where directions are given for the ordinary a 
morning and evening service. St. Chrysostom often mentions 
this same petition for the angel of peace in his other homilies. 

As in his third Homily upon the Colossians?’, where he says, 
‘Every man has angels attending him, and also the Devil very 
busy about him: therefore we pray and make our supplica- 
tions for the angel of peace.’ And so in his Sermon upon the 
Ascension?®: speaking of the air being filled with good and 
bad angels, the one always raising war and discord in the 
world, and the other inclining men to peace, he tells his audi- 


the catechumens. 


€or 6 ebhoyer, aANa bua ms éxeivou 
xetpos, Kal yAarns, aur@ mpordyo- 
a Te puaket ras xepadds Tov tap- 

fis kal fo iad Grravres 10, 


7 ait ‘Sir Seri following Photius, 
whom he seems partly to have mis- 
understood, for which he is blamed 
by the Benedictines. See the third 
section of the Preface to their tenth 
volume, nn. 2 and 3. Ep | 

76 L. 8. c. 36. (Cotel. v. £. p.416.) 
"Avacrarres airnodpeGa ra éhen Tov 
Kupiou kat rovs olxrippous avrov’ Tov 

aay: rov emi rhs elpnns, K.T.rA.— 
7. (Cotel. iba Pp. 417. ) Airnod- 
he. rapa Kupiov ra Pha avrov xat 


Tous olxrippots, Tov 6pOpov Touroy kat 
THY} nuépay, elpnucxny Kal dvayapryroy, 
kal mdyra ror xpévoy THs mapenon- 
pias npay, Tov dyyehov rov én ris 
elpyvys, Xpurriava Ta TEAN, tAewy Kai 
every Tov Gedy. 

77 Hom m. 3. in Col. p. 1338. (t. 11. 
p. 347d. ) Aud rovro ebydpue8a, kal ré- 
youev airotvres tov Gyyedov THs ei- 


HyS- 
78 Hom. 35. in Ascens. Dom. t.5. 
P- 335-(t.2. Rs 448 d.) Kai iva abs 
Ort dyyeAou pis elaiv, dxovcoy €y 
rais mpooevxais det Aeydvrav Toy 
Biaxdvew, Tov dyyedov rijs eipnyns al- 
THoare. 
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tory, ‘they might know there were angels of peace, by hearing 
the deacons always in the prayers bidding men pray for the 
angel of peace.’ This undoubtedly refers to the forementioned 
form of prayer, wherein the catechumens are directed to ask of 
God the protection of the angel of peace. In like manner in 
another place79: ‘When the deacon bids men pray with others, 
he enjoins them this among the rest of their petitions, to pray 
for the angel of peace, and that all their purposes may be 
peaceably directed.’ Which are the very words of the cate- 
chumens’ prayer aforesaid. 

The design of all which was, not to teach their catechumens 
to pray to their guardian angels, according to the modern 
way ®° of instructing in the Romish Church, (though this had 
been a very proper season to have admonished the catechu- 
mens of it, had there been any such practice in the ancient 
Church,) but it was to teach them to pray to the God of 
angels: that he, who makes his angels to encamp about his 
servants, would by their ministry defend them from the incur- 
sions of wicked spirits, those fomenters of war and division and 
enmity among men, and so keep them and all their purposes in 
a course of perpetual and uninterrupted peace, that they might 
finally make a Christian and a peaceable end. 

5. Another thing, wherein the form in the Constitutions dif- 
fers from that in St. Chrysostom, is, that it appoints the chil- 
dren of the church particularly and more especially to join in 
this common-prayer for the catechumens; whereas the form 
used in St. Chrysostom’s church mentions no such thing: and 
Chrysostom himself in another place®! says plainly, that chil- 
dren were not called upon to join in the prayers for the ener- 
gumens and penitents, which were of the same sort with these 
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Children 

in some 
churches 
appointed 
to say this 
prayer with 
the rest of 
the people. 


79 Hom. 3. In eos, qui Pascha je- 
junant. t.5. p.71g. (t.1. p.614 c) 
O didxovos 8 xeAevor efyerOar per 
rév doy, xal rovro émrdrres cata 
THY evxny, alreiy roy dyyedoy ris el- 
pyyys, nai ra mpoxeineva mrdyra elpn- 

DIKG. 


80 Vide Drexelium de Cultu Ce- & 


beatissimam matrem Virginem, et 
secundum hanc, purissimos illos ge- 
nios, nobilissimos cceli ephebos, an- 
gelos, veneratione singulari afficien- 

os. Multum debemus angelis, mul- 
tum supra omnem modum, et pree- 
sertim suo quisque tutelari angelo, 


litum, 1. 2. c. 3. 8. 5. (p. 238.) Guili- 
elmus Baldesanus, scriptor insigni- 
ter eruditus et pius, hoc ipsum di- 
serte docet, ante ceelites alios omnes, 


c. ; 

8! Hom. 71. (al. 72.] in Matth. t. 
7. p.624. See before, b.13. ch. 6. 
8.7. Vv. 4. p. 464. n. 98. 
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for the catechumens, but only in the prayers for the communi- 
cants at the altar. As these differences prove the two forms 
not to belong to the liturgy of one and the same Church; so 
they make it probable that St. Chrysostom gives us the form 
used in the Church of Constantinople, and the Author of 
the Constitutions the form that was used at Antioch, or some 
other eminent Church, whose rituals he transcribed and put 
together. 

6. Now, by having fixed this prayer in its proper place, we What ri 
may interpret all other passages in the ancient writers, which rp " 
speak of praying over the catechumens, or praying with them. sabi in 
As that of the Council of Nice*®, which orders, ‘ that if any of ancient 
those, who were catechumens properly so called, that is, of that ""s*. 
rank who had these prayers said over them, became lapsers, 
then they should for three years be thrust down to the rank of 
hearers only, and after that be admitted to pray with the cate- 
chumens again.’ And that canon of the Council of Neo- 
cssarea®4 which orders, ‘that if any such catechumens as were 
called ydvu xAlvorres, that is, prostrators, or kneelers, who 
bowed down to have these prayers said over them, should fall 
into any scandalous sin, then they should be excluded from the 
prayers, and be ranked among the hearers only: and if they 
fell again when they were hearers, they should be excluded 
from the very entrance of the church.’ 

7. The next sort of persons for whom prayers were now Of the 
made were the energumens, that is, such persons as were -Aob 
seized or possessed by an evil spirit. For though these were ical or 
under the peculiar care of the exorcists, an order set apart poses eee 
particularly to attend them, and pray over them in private, as 07 orl 7p 
has been shown more fully in a former Book ®5; yet, their case forms of 
being pitiable and deplorable, it was thought an act of becom- nies 
ing mercy and charity to let them have the public prayers of 
the Church, and grant them liberty to be present at such 


& bet 1g. (t.2. p.36c.) Hept ray dy rf roy Karn xoupévoy rages ornen, 
oupevay xal obs ep ae a é otros 8€ dyuaprayver' ey pey Lae 
Boke » i f ayia kal peyddy curddy, Sore Krivev, dxpodoGe pyxers 
Tptav éréoy avrovs axpowpévous pdvov, day de ra axpodbpevos ért duageae. 
elle ravra eDxeoOas per rev xarn- éfwbeiod 
xov 85 B.3. ch. 4. 68. 6,7. ¥. 1. pp. 
C6 6. (t. 3. p. get e) ReraXer 321, 322. 
pevos day elgepyduevos els xuptaxdy 
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prayers as immediately respected their condition. Therefore 
as soon as the deacon had dismissed the catechumens with the 
usual form, ‘Catechumens, depart in peace!’ he said again, 
‘Pray ye energumens, who are vexed with unclean spirits.’ 
And exhorting the congregation also, he said, ‘ Let us ardently 
pray for them!’ as the form of this bidding-prayer runs in the 
Constitutions®6, ‘that the merciful God, through Christ, would 
rebuke the unclean and evil spirits, and deliver his supplicants 
from the oppression and tyranny of the adversary; that he 
who rebuked the legion of devils, and the prince of devils, the 
fountain of evil, would now rebuke these apostates from piety, 
and deliver the works of his own hands from the molestations 
and agitations of Satan, and cleanse them which he hath cre- 
ated in great wisdom. Let us further most ardently pray for 
them. Save them, and raise them up, O God, by thy power.’ 

Then he bids them bow down their heads, and receive the 
bishop’s benediction, which is in the following form of words®7, 
immediately addressed to Christ : 

‘O thou only begotten God, the Son of the great Father : 
thou that bindest the Strong One, and spoilest his goods; that 
givest power unto us to tread on serpents, scorpions, and over 


86 1,.8. c.6. (Cotel. v. 1. p.394.) “Oder Seoparny he ena Hyiv, os 
Mera rovro 6 Sidxovos Aeyérw* Ipo- -orpovOiov madios, dv wdvta ppirres 


€AGere of narnxovperos év eipnyy. Kai 
pera Td e€edOety avrovs, Aeyérw" Ev- 
Eacbe of evepyoupevor td mvevparov 
dxaOdprov. 'Exrevas navres trép av- 
réav SenOapuev’ dros 6 diddvOpwros 
Ocds, dia Xptrrov emeriunoy Trois aka- 
6aprots pa Tomnpois mvevpace’ Kat 
pvonrat rovs avrov ixéras amd THs Tov 
@\Xorpicv xaraduvacretas’ 6 émiripn- 
gas TH Aeyeau roy Batydvwr, xal rp 
apxexaxm AtaBdr\@, emiripnoy abrés 
kai viv Trois amoordras ris evoeBelas, 
kal puonrat Ta €avrov mAdopara ard 

ns evepyeias avrov" cai xabapion av- 
Ta, & pera wodAis codias emoincey. 
"Er: éxrevas tmép atrav dinOopev’ 
Zacov xal avdorngoy avrovs, 6 Geds, 
ev tp Suvdpes cov. 

87 [Ibid. c. 7. (p. ead.) ‘O rév 
loxupov Seicas [leg.3ncas, | kai wavra 
Ta OKEUN avrov Baeicce 6 8ovs 
nuly efovciay erdve Sew nai cxop- 
wioy matey, kai emt macav thy duva- 
pw rou €xOpov’ 6 rév avOpwroxrdvoy 


Kal Tpezet, amd mpoowmou suvdpeds 
gou' 6 pias avroy ws aorpanny éf 
oupavou eis ynv, ov TomiK® prrypart, 
GAXG ard reins eis ariplav, be éxov- 
gwy avrov xaxdvoiay’ of 7rd BrXEupa 
Enpaives aBvocovs, cat 7 ametAr THKEE 
dpn, katy adnOea peves els roy aiava’ 

vy alvet ra viyma, cal eddoyet ra On- 
Adfovra’ Sy bpvovat Kai mpoaKuvovotw 
dyyedor’ 6 emBrérav ent thy ynv, 
Kal roby a’riy trpépew 6 arrdpevos 
Tay dpéwy, kal xamvifovras’ 6 ameAay 
Oaddcaon, cal Enpaivwv airny, xal 
mdvras Tovs morapovs avrovs é£epn- 
pov’ od vedeAat xomopros tay Today’ 
6 mepimatav ént Oaddoons, os én 
edadous* Movoyerns Gee, peyddou Ia- 
rpos Yle, émiripnooy trois movnpois 
mvevpact, kal pica Ta épya ray yxet- 
pov gov éx tas Tou dAdorpiov mvev- 
paros evepyeias’ Gri aoe Sdéa, ripr 
xai oéBas, cai &d cou rp Larpi, év 
“Ayig Tvevpari, els rovs alavas. Any. 
Grischov. | 
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all the power of the enemy; that hast delivered up the mur- 
dering serpent unto us a prisoner, as a sparrow unto children: 
thou, before whom all things shake and tremble at the presence 
of thy power; that makest Satan to fall from heaven to the 
earth as lightning, not by a local fall, but by a fall from honour 
to disgrace, because of his voluntary malice : thou, whose looks 
dry up the deep, and threatenings make the mountains melt, 
whose truth endures for ever; whom infants praise, and suck- 
lings bless, and angels celebrate and adore; that lookest upon 
the earth, and makest it tremble; that touchest the mountains, — 
and they smoke ; that rebukest the sea, and driest it up, and 
turnest the rivers into a wilderness; that makest the clouds to 
be the dust of thy feet, and walkest upon the sea as upon a 
pavement : rebuke the evil spirits, and deliver the works of thy 
hands from the vexation of the adverse Spirit: for to thee 
belongs glory, honour, and adoration, and by thee to thy 
Father in the Holy Spirit, world without end. Amen! 

8. St. Chrysostom has not this whole form, but he often An account 
refers to it®® as one of the public prayers of the Church. sen ae 
‘Common prayers,’ says he, ‘are made by the priests and die eal 
people together for the energumens, and for the penitents ; we sien rc: 
all say one and the same prayers, the prayer that is so full of 
mercy.’ And again’?: ‘ For this reason the deacon, at this 
time, brings those that are vexed with evil spirits, and com- 
mands them to bow down their heads only, and in that posture 
of body make their supplications. For they may not pray 
with the whole congregation of the brethren. And for this 
reason he presents them before you, that you having mercy on 
them, both in regard of their vexation, and their disability to 
speak for themselves, may by your freedom of access give 


the energumens. 


them patronage and assistance.’ 


88 Hom. 18. in 2 Cor. p. 873. (t. 
10. p. 568 c.) Kai yap irép Tay évep- 
ever, tirép ray éy peravoig, Kot- 
Las cat ard (Edd. Savid. et Bened. 
wapa| rou lepéws xai wap’ avray yi~ 
yoyra evyxai’ Kai wayres piav N€éyou- 
ow ebyiy, evxiy Thy €A€ou yepovcay. 
om. 3. de Incomprehens. Dei 
Natura. t. I. p. 365. (t. I. p.470 e.) 
Aud rovro xal rovs évepyousevuus kar 
éxeivoy (arnoty Toy Kaipdy 6 Secdxovos, 


In another place% he more 


kat xedeves xrivas THY Kearny pdvoy, 
kal rp oxypare moeicda rot cdpa- 
ros ras lxernpias’ eDyerOas yap av- 
Tous peTa TOU Kowwou ovAAdyou Tar 
aedhay ot Oéuss. Avda rovro avrovs 
tornow, wa xareXenoas avrovs, xal 
THs cuphopas, Kai rns ddwvias, ri 
olxelg mappnoig mpds Tv olxelay aro- 
xpney spocraciay. 

Hom. 4. ubi supr. (ibid. p. 477 
b.) “AAvots movnpa kai xadem) TOU 
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fully explains the reason why this prayer for the demoniacs 
came before the oblation of the eucharist, and why at that 
time the deacon commanded them to be brought forth and bow 
their heads. ‘ Their being possessed of the Devil,’ says he, ‘ is 
@ cruel and grievous chain, a chain harder than any iron. As 
therefore, when a judge is about to come forth, and sit upon 
the judgment-seat, the keepers of the prison bring forth all the 
prisoners, and place them before the rails and curtains of the 
tribunal, in all their filth and nastiness, with their hair un- 
~ dressed, and clothed in rags: so our forefathers appointed, 
that when Christ was in a little time about to sit as it were 
upon his high throne, and shortly to appear in the holy mys- 
teries, then the demoniacs should be brought forth as so many 
prisoners in chains, not to be condemned or suffer punishment 
for their sins, as other prisoners, but that, when the people 
and whole city are present together in the chureh, common 
prayer might be made for them, whilst they all with one 
consent besought the common Lord for them, and with loud 
voices entreated him to show mercy on them.’ Here, though 
he does not specify the whole form, yet he plainly intimates 
both the time and subject-matter of the prayer, and also the 
manner of the address; that it was a prayer sent up by the 
common voice of the people, some time before the appearance 
of Christ in the eucharist, and that as an address to God to 
implore his mercy on those pitiable objects that lay in that 
forlorn condition before him. In which respect he elsewhere? 
atyles it the first prayer of mercy, saying, ‘ The first prayeg is 
full of mercy, when we pray for the energumens. The second 
also, wherein we pray for the penitents, sues equally for mercy. 
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Saidvoy dor n evepyea, ddrvors pvornpioy, rous datpovevras xaddwrep 


mavros otdnpov bivaroreoa: KaOanep 8 


ody Bixacrov mpdodoy éxovtos, Kal 
ép indo rod Aiyaros xabeCec Bas 
pedAovros, ol Seoporpurakes, Tous Td 
Secpwrnpioy oixovvras dnavras é£a- 

dvres Tou olxnparos, mpd Tay Kty- 
xridor ral TOY TOU Ssxarryplov apa- 
weragparo kabifovery auypovras, 
purévras, Kopéyras, pana mepipe- 
BAnpévous* ovrw 87) Kai of warepes 
évopobernoay, rou Xptorov péAdovros 
Somep ep ov xpoxabitecba p 
Brpares, xai éx avray daiverbar roy 


eqpwras rivds eladyerOas, avy iva 
evuvas indoxwat Toy menAnupedn- 
peveor, xabarep éxeivor oi dedepévor, 
oud i iva kddaowy © tropeivact | Kal Tep- 
piay, GAN’ i iva rou Snpou rai THs wé- 
Aews andons épdoy Trapovons xowwal 
rept auray ixernpias yivewrat, wavrey 
dpoGupadiy roy xowdy Acondétny trép 


avroy €farrovpever,xal  eheHorat rapa 
xaXouvray pera oodpas ris Bons. 


91 Hom. 71. [al. 72.) in Matth. 
624. Sed belons, 6: 13. ch. 6. 8. 
Tt a Be 454: n. 98. 
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And the third, when we pray for ourselves, presents the 
children of the people before God, crying out to him for 
mercy.’ Where by the jirst prayer he does not absolutely 
mean the first prayer that was made in this part of divine 
service; for it is plain the prayer for the catechumens came 
before it; but because the energumens were in a more miser- 
able condition than the catechumens, and greater objects of 
pity than they were, he therefore styles the prayer for them 
the first prayer of mercy, as he does the prayer for the 
penitents the second prayer for mercy, though it was in order 
the fourth; and the prayer for the faithful, the third prayer 
for mercy, though it belonged to another part of the service, 
of which we shall speak more particularly in the first chapter 
of the next book. 

9. The third prayer that came in the ordinary course of riliepal a 

this part of the service was the prayer for the competentes, OF of prayers 
candidates of baptism, that is, such as had now given in their % the 
names, and expressed their desire of receiving baptism at the pg can- 
next approaching festival. This, I conceive, was but an occa- reariab 
sional prayer, appropriated to certain seasons, as the time 
between Mid-Lent and Easter-day, or other solemn times of 
baptism, when men were more than ordinarily intent in pre- 
paring themselves for the reception of that sacred mystery. 
The forms of these kind of prayers we have also in the Consti- 
tutions 92, where, as soon as the deacon has dismissed the ener- 
gumens, he is appointed to cry out, ‘ Pray, ye candidates of 
baptism: and we that are already believers, let us ardently 
pray for them; that the Lord would make them worthy to be 
baptized into the death of Christ, and to rise again with him, 
and to be made members of his kingdom, and partakers of his 
mysteries ; that he would unite them to his holy Church, and 
number them with those that shall be saved therein. Save 
them, and raise them up by thy grace.’ 

Then they are ordered to bow down their heads, and 


2 L, 8. c. 4. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 394) xous yevéo Oat THis Bacdcias avrou, 
Eifacde « of daritbueves "Exreves of Kai Kowwovous TOY pvornpioy avrov’ 
wiorol mayres imp avrav wapakahé- évaoy Kal gvyxarahety aurovs pera 
romper, Gras 6 Kupcos karagiaoy Qv- Tov ca{opevorr ey TH ayig avrou éx- 
rovs pundévras eis rov rou Xpiorob KAnoig’ odrov kal Gydorycoy avrovs 

Troy cvvavacrnva: avr@, kal perd- ey 1H OF yapirt. 
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receive the bishop’s benediction, which is expressed in the 
following words % ; 

‘O God, who didst by the prediction of thy holy Prophets 
say to them that are to be initiated, Wash ye, make you clean; 
and by Christ didst appoint a spiritual regeneration: look 
down now upon these persons who are to be baptized ; bless 
and sanctify them; fit and prepare them, that they may be 
worthy of thy spiritual gift, and the true adoption of sons, and 
thy spiritual mysteries, and be deservedly numbered among 
those that are saved by Christ our Saviour; through whom be 
all glory, honour, and adoration unto thee, and the Holy 
Ghost, world without end. Amen!’ 

I have nothing further to remark concerning these prayers, 
because neither Chrysostom nor any other ancient writer, as 
far as I know, has said any thing particularly about them. 
Only this author in another place! makes.them part of the 
daily morning and evening service, as has been noted before in 
speaking of that under a former head. It is probable in many 
Churches they were included in the forms for the catechumens 
in general. For the Council of Laodicea%>, which settles the 
order of divine service in the Church, and appoints in what 
method it should proceed, speaks of the prayers of the cate- 
chumens as immediately following the sermon, and then the 
prayers for the penitents, and after those the prayers for the 
faithful, which began the communion-service; but makes no 
mention of any prayers for the candidates of baptism, as dis- 
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93 [Ibid. c. 8. (Cotel. ibid. P- 395.) 
‘O mpoeney did rév ayiav cov Lpo- 
Gynray rots puoupevors® Aovoacée, 
xaQapot yivecOe° kai dtd rov Xpiorov 
popoGernoas my TVEULATIKHY G Gvayev- 
ypnoiw aurds xal viv emide emt Tous 
Barrifopévous, | cat evAdynoor aurovs, 
kal ayiagoy, xal mapacxevagoy dgious 
yevr bau THS MvevpaTUKNS WOU ) Sapeds, 
ka) THs adnOinjs viobecias, Tay Irveu- 
parikay cov pvotnpiov, Ths pera TeY 
oalopevey € émurvvayeyns, da Xprorod 
rot Zwrnpos 7 ipa" de of cor ddfa, 
TUN), al oeBas, év ‘Ayip Tlvevpare, 
eis rovs alévas. "Aunv. Grise 

% Ibid. c. 35. (p. 410 d.) Meré rd 
pn Ova roy émiuyvioy Wadpor, wpoo- 


dornce 5 didxovos dmép Tay KaTn- 


oupevor, Kal Xeipalopeverr, Kat Toy 
Darilojiciee, kai Tay éy peravoig.— 
C. 37. (p. at). ‘Qoavrws GpOpov 6 
Sidxovos, perd Td pn Onvat roy boBpt- 
yoy, ral Gnodvcat avroy rovs KaTn- 
Xoupevous, Kal xetpafopevous, ral 
Banri{opevous, cal robs €y peravoia, 
nal ry opeAoperny moijcagba mpoc- 
poynar, Kt. X- 

% C. 19. (t. r. p. 1500 c.) Tlepi 
rou Sei (Bla mp&rov, pera ras dpc 
Alas roy émeoxdmray Kal Toy Karnxou~ 
péveor evxny erred cir Oat" cat pera rd 
é$erBeiy Tous karnxoupévous Tay id 
peravoia Thy ebxiy yiver Bax" Kat rov- 
Tey mpoehOdyrany urd xelpa, x xal vro- 
xepnodyrey, ovres Tay wwrey ras 
evyas yiverOat rpeis, x. 1. X. 
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tinct from those of the catechumens. And this might be one 
reason why other writers make no mention of them. In other 
Churches they were but occasional prayers for the particular 
times of baptism, and therefore it is a little wonder that other 
authors pass them over without the least notice taken of them. 
However, that the Author of the Constitutions found them 
distinct in the rituals of some Churches, is not at all unlikely, 
because such forms for the candidates of baptism are now in 
use in the Greek Church, as may be seen in Goar %; and Car- 
dinal Bona% has observed the like in a very ancient Ordo 
Sacramentorum, lately in the possession of the Queen of 
Sweden, where, in the office for the third Sunday in Lent, 
there is a special prayer inserted for those who were then 
examined and elected to receive baptism at Easter. But I 
proceed with the service of the ancient Church. 

10. The last sort of prayers in this part of the service were Of the last 
those which were made for the penitents, who were under the ee 
discipline and censures of the Church. Some of these, called for the 
hearers only, were sent away with that order of catechumens, aac 
which were distinguished by the same denomination of hearers: 
but others of them, called kneelers or prostrators, were per- 
mitted to stay longer, to receive the prayers of the Church 
and the bishop’s benediction. Therefore as soon as the can- 
didates of baptism were dismissed, the deacon cried out, ‘Ye 


% Euchologium, (p. 339.) A¢c- 
morta, Kupte, 6 Oeds nuay, mpookd- 
Aeoa rdv BovdAdy cov, révde, pds 1d 
dyidv cov dariopa’ cai xarafiocoy 
avuréy THs peydAns Tavrns xdpiros, 
rov ayiou cov Bamricparos’ anddvcoy 
avrov Ty TraXatérnTa, Kal avaxaincoy 
avroy eis thy (anv rv aiwmoy' Kal 
mAnpwcor avroy THs Tov ‘Ayiov gov 
TIvevparos duvdpews els dvwow rov 
Xptorou gov, iva pnxets Téxvoy oo- 
paros 7}, GAXa réxvoy tis ons Baci- 
Acias’ evdoxia xai yapirs rod povo- 
yevots gov Yiov' pe ob etAoynros 
ef, oly tq travayie, kal ayabe, xai 
(worop cov Uvevpars’ viv, cal det, 
cai els rovs aldvas ray aiwvey. ’Apny. 

97 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 12. n. 4. 
(p. 307.) Hanc igitur oblationem, 

omine, ut propitius suscipias de- 
precamur, quam tibi offerimus pro 


famulis et famulabus tuis, quos ad 
seternam vitam et beatam gratize tuse 
... dinumerare, eligere, atque vo- 
care dignatus es. 

98 [See a further reference to this 
celebrated manuscript in the first 
section of the first chapter of the 
next Book, p. 213. n. 6. Ep.} 

99 Constit. Apost. 1. 8. c. 8. (Co- 
tel. v. 1. p. 395.) Ed€acde of ev 
peravoia exrevas. Ildvres irép tay ev 
peravoia adeAdov mapaxadéocwper’ 
Gros 6 pidoccrippov Oeds vmodcitn 
avrois dddv peravolas’ mpocdefnras 
atray thy madkwepdiay cal ry é£opo- 
Adynoww* Kal cuvrpivrg tov LSaravay 
ind rots médas avrov év Taye, Kat 
Aurpwonra abrovs amd ths tayidos 
rou AaBdAov Kal ths ennpeias Tov 
Sapdvev' xa éf€Anras atrovs dd 
mavrés GOepirov Adyou, Kal maons 
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that are under penance, make your prayers: and let us ar- 
dently pray for our brethren that are doing penance; that the 
God of mercy would show them the way of repentance; that 
he would admit their recantation and confession; that he would 
shortly bruise Satan under their feet, and deliver them from 
the snare of the Devil, and the incursion of evil spirits, and 
preserve them from all evil words, all abeurd practices, and all 
impure thoughts; that he would grant them pardon of all their 
sins, voluntary and involuntary, and blot out the handwriting 
that is against them, and write them in the book of life; that 
he would cleanse them from all pollution of flesh and spirit, 
and unite and restore them to his holy flock; for he knows 
our frame; for who can glory that he has a clean heart? or 
who can say that he is pure from sin? for we are ail liable to 
punishment. Let us still pray more ardently for them, because 
there is joy in heaven over one sinner that repenteth; that 
they may turn from every evil work, and accustom themselves 
to all that is good; that the merciful God receiving them 
kindly may restore to them the joy of his salvation, and con- 
firm them with his principal Spirit, that they may never fall 
or be shaken again; that they may communicate in his holy 
solemnities, and be partakers of his sacred mysteries; that, 
being made worthy of the adoption of sons, they may obtain 
eternal life. Let us all further say for them, Lord, have 
mercy upon them: save them, O God, and raise them up by 
thy mercy.’ 

This said, the deacon bids them rise up, and bow their heads 
to receive tho bishop’s benediction, which is styled also imposi- 


drérrov mpdgeas, nal rovnpas dvvolas’ droorpahevres wav Epyor aGepsTop 


ovyxephon 8¢ atrois mdvra td mapa- 
nropuara alrav, rd Te dxovow kal ra 
mieten nal éfarelyy rd Kar atroy 
padoy, ea 

1B Ay Cons’ paben ON cirots and 
pasrse podvopov fae cal mveupa- 
Tos’ xal dvdoy avrous droxaraoricas 
ele rh aylay atrod Troipyny’ ort ab- 
ros ywhoKe Td midcpa fpdy’ or 
rle xavynoerat aynjy dye capdlay; 
cls 9 appnotdceras rng oe elvar cero 
é sas mwdvres ydp dopey ey ém- 
ripiows. “Ers trip abréy derevéorepoy 
denDaper, Ere yapd yiveras dy ovpar 
émi dvi duapred@ peravoovrr:’ ores 


re ies atrovs ra 


mporoinerobact mdon mpage 

iva 6 diddvOpwros Geds a _rdxos €v- 
pevars Wpow «fduevos abréy ras Xi- 
ss GroxaraoTnoy avrois a@yaAXiaow 
rou | gernpion, ral TVEULATIKG ITYepo~ 
mxp ornpiéy atrovs, iva pnxért oa- 
Aevdiias Kotvevol yevéc Oa: Trav cyiow 
atrov lepdy, xal péroxot ray Oeioy 
puornplov’ iva afta aro evres 
ris viobecias, TUXeCt THs aleviov 
(ars. “Ere exrevas mayres inép abréy 
cinoper, Kvpie, éAéqoor’ Cacoy av- 
rovs 6 Geds, cat avdorncoy re eee 
cov. 
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tion of hands and prayer for the penitents, and is conceived in 
the following words % : 

‘O Almighty and Eternal God, the Lord of the whole world, 
the Maker and Governor of all things, who hast made man to 
be an ornament of the world, through Christ, and hast given 
him both a natural and a written law, that he might live by 
the rules thereof, as a rational creature; that hast also, when 
he hath sinned, given him a motive and encouragement to re- 
pent, even thy own goodness: look down now upon those men, 
who bow the necks of their souls and bodies unto thee; for 
thou desirest not the death of a sinner, but his repentance, 
that he should turn from his evil way and live. Thou that 
acceptedst the repentance of the Ninevites ; that wouldest have 
all men to be saved, and come to the knowledge of the truth ; 
that receivedst again the prodigal son, who had spent his sub- 
stance in riotous living, with the compassionate bowels of a 
father, because of his repentance; accept now the repentance 
of these thy supplicants; for there is no man that sinneth not 
against thee. If thou, Lord, wilt mark what is done amiss, O 
Lord, who may abide it? for there is mercy and propitiation 
with thee. Restore them to thy holy Church, in their former 
dignity and honour, through Christ our God and Saviour; by 
whom be glory and adoration unto thee, in the Holy Ghost, 
world without end. Amen!’ 

11. St. Chrysostom does no where give us these prayers What no- 
entire, but he frequently refers to them as then used in the tice we 


h f 
Church in this part of divine service. We have heard him say these 


8 Ibid. c. 9. (p. 395.) Mavroxpa- 
rop Gee alane, A€onmora rev Showy, 
Kriora xai pura ray rdvroy’ 6 rév 
GvOpearoy xécpou xédcpov avadeifas 
31a Xpicrod, cai vépov Sots aire ép- 


vrov nal ypanrév, mpds 7d (ny abréy = Ti) 


évOécpws, ws Aoyixdy’ Kai apapréyrs 
troOnmy Bors mpds perdvoay Thy 
gavrov ayabérynra’ eride én) rovs xe- 
cdexdras Tot avyéva Wuxys Kal oo- 
patos’ Sri ot Bovdet rdv Gdvaroy rov 
Guaprewdov, GdAa Thy peravotav, Sore 
amoorpeyat a’réy amd ris 5800 avrov 
Ts tjompas, cat (nv 6 Nuveviréy 
wpoodeEduevos Thy perdvoav’ 6 Oé- 
Aay wdvras avOpwmous cabnva, Kal 


eis ériyvoow adnbeias Geir’ 6 roy 
Yidy mpordeEduevos, Tov xarapaydéy- 
ta tov Biov avrov dodras, marpiKois 
omddyxvors, 8d tv perdvotay’ abrés 
cal vuy mpdadebas trav ixerov cov 
y perayvooww’ Ort ovx €or bs ovx 
Guaprncerai got’ «ay yap ayopias 
mapamnpnon, Kupre, Kupse, ris vsro- 
aorjnoerat; Gre mapa col 6 iAacpéds 
éort’ xal awoxaraotngoy avrovs r7 
ayia cou éxxAnoig, €v TH mporépg 
afia xal riyzyz, dua tov Xptorov rov 
Ocot xal Zwrnpos yuay, Be od cor 
8é£a nal mpooxiwmots, év TO ‘Ayig 
TIvevpart, eis rovs aiovas. ’Auny. 
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before', ‘that common prayers were made by the priest and 
the people jointly together, as well for the penitents as the 
energumens; and that they all said one and the same prayer, 
the prayer full of mercy.’ In another place?: ‘The first prayer 
is full of mercy, when we pray for the energumens: the second 
prayer likewise, wherein we pray for the penitents, makes in- 
tercession for mercy.’ I have given the reason already® why 
both these prayers were styled prayers for mercy by Chryso- 
stom, and I need here only observe, that they were used before 
the prayers for the faithful or communicants, as Chrysostom 
says expressly in the same place; and that they were by a 
certain form, because they were offered by the common voice 
both of minister and people. The Council of Laodicea‘ also 
mentions this prayer for the penitents, as coming after the ser- 
mon next to the prayers for the faithful. And in all ancient 
canons>, wherever we meet with the names of ydvv xAlvovres, 
inonlnrovres, and prostrati, kneelers or prostrators, we are to 
understand this order of penitents, who in this part of the 
service bowed down to receive the Church’s prayers and the 
bishop’s benediction. 

12. As to the Greek Church then, it is demonstrated beyond 
all contradiction that there was a particular service of prayers 
for the catechumens, energumens, and penitents, distinct from 
the communion-service, in which they were again prayed for, 
though absent, among all other states and conditions of men. 
But there remain two questions, which have a little more diffi- 
culty in them. First, in what part of the church these prayers 
were made? Secondly, whether there were any such prayers 
at all in use in the Latin Church? As to the first question, 
some learned persons® are of opinion that not only the obla- 
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See before, 


mpos Biav Guodyrey . . Boke evvauToy 
dxpoac Bat, tromeceiv 8€ tpia éry.— 


ALY. vy. 


.| ia cera 
13. ch.6 


1 Hom. 18. ae 2 Cor. 
8. 8. p. 199. n. 
2 Wom. 71. ral 12. 
624. See uel 
v. 4. p. 464. n. 98. 

7 See 8.8. p. 199. 0. go. 

My age See before, s. 9. p.202. 1.95. 

iceen. C. 11. (t. 1. p. 33 d.) 

‘oro yycios perapédovrat, Tpia ern 
év dxpowpévors Troincovgy oi moro, 
kai éxtra €rn tromecovrra.—C, An- 
cyr. c. 4. (ibid. p. 1457 c.) Tept roy 


C. 5. (ibid. d.) E7 énAnpecay rov Tips 
tronracens asthe Qeevor vide 
ibid. cann. 6, 9 5. [Co nf. C. Neo- 
caesar. §. (bid: 1481 c.) "Eay peév 
ee « odabe, KT. X. Ps 
8 an. 75 t. 2. I c 
Adobe aro ay GA- 
rptoly grec. Eo. ] 
tillingfleet, Unreasonableness 
of Seoadien part 3. 8.9. p. 250. 


dois 1 





‘the penitents. 207 


tions were made at the altar, and the communion received 
there, but that all the prayers of the Church were made at the 
altar likewise. Which is certainly true of all the prayers in 
the communion-service, but not so certain of these prayers in 
the service of the catechumens. For, first, the several orders 
for whom these prayers were made, and over whom they were 
made with imposition of hands also, had their station in a dif- 
ferent part of the church; and we do not read that they were 
ever called up to the altar to receive their benediction; but in 
some canons they are expressly ordered to receive imposition of 
hands even in absolution before the apsis, or reading-desk, in 
case of scandalous offences; though absolution was usually 
given in ordinary cases at the altar. Now, if the prayer of 
absolution, which was their reconcilement to the altar, was 
sometimes made before the reading-desk, there is little question 
but that the other prayers, which were but the introduction to 
their reconcilement, were made there also. Secondly, this ser- 
vice of the catechumens and penitents was altogether a distinct 
service from that of the fideles, or communicants, and a final 
dismission of them was always made before the latter service 
began. Thirdly, there is an express order m the third Council 
of Carthage’, that all prayers made at the altar should be di- 
rected to the Father only, and not to the Son: and yet it is 
evident that the prayer for the energumens was directed to 
the Son, as we have seen before® in the form cited out of the 
Constitutions. So that either the discipline of the Eastern 
Churches differed very much from those of the West; or else 
we must necessarily conclude that these prayers, some of which 
are directed to the Son, were not made at the altar. 


(v. 2. p. 582.).. And that there were 
altars in all their churches, appears 
from hence, that not only the obla- 
tions were made there, and the com- 
munion received, but all the prayers 
of the Church were made at them: 
as not only appears from the Afn- 
can Code and St. Augustin, (which 
I have mentioned elsewhere,) but 
from Optatus, who, upbraiding the 
Donatists for breaking down the 
altars of churches, he tells them, 
that hereby they did what they could 
to hinder the Church’s prayer, for, 


saith he, Illuc ad aures Dei ascen- 
dere solebat popult oratio. 

6 C. Carth. 3. c. 32. (t. 2. p.1171 €.) 
Cujuscunque autem peenitentis pub- 
licum et vulyatissimum crimen est, 
quod universam ecclesiam commo- 
verit, [al. universa ecclesia noverit], 
ante apsidem manus ei imponatur. 

? C. 23. (ibid. p.r17o d.) Ut ne- 
mo in precibus vel Patrem pro Fi- 
lio, vel Filium pro Patre, nominet : 
et cum ad altare assistitur, semper 
ad Patrem dirigatur oratio. 

8 See 8.7. n. 87, preceding. 
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Whether 18. But it may be said, the prayers in the Latin Church 
— were never directed to the Son: or perhaps they had no such 
distinct prayers for the catechumens and penitents in particular, as 
prayers fof they had in the Oriental liturgies, distinct from those which 
chumens were made for all orders of men, both before and after con- 
tents in  secration in the communion-service. The matter indeed is not 
the Latin <5 clear, I confess, in the Latin Church, as I have showed it to 
be in the Eastern: and that which increases the difficulty is, 

that some authors seem to intimate that as soon as the sermon 

was ended, the catechumens were dismissed, and then the 
communicants betook themselves to prayers at the altar. ‘ Be- 

hold,’ says St. Austin 9, ‘after the sermon the catechumens 

_ have their dismission: but the faithful abide still, and come to 

the place of prayer:’ meaning the altar, where the Lord’s 

Prayer was, according to custom, to be repeated by the com- 
municants only. And St. Ambrose !°, speaking of the same 

matter, says, ‘when the sermon was done, he dismissed the 
catechumens, and rehearsed the Creed to some candidates of 

baptism in the baptistery of the church.’ But these do not 

amount to a proof that the communion-service succeeded im- 
mediately after the sermon, and that no other prayers or 

business came between them. For this very place of St. Am- 

brose shows, that at least sometimes the repetition of the 

Creed to the candidates of baptism was in the interval. And 

one of the forecited canons of the Council of Carthage makes 

it evident that at other times the prayer for the absolution and 
reconcilement of a scandalous offender was made in the apsis, 

or reading-desk, before the communion-service likewise. And 

the other canon as plainly intimates that some prayers were 

directed to the Son as well as the Father, by the prohibition 

that is made of not changing the name of the Son for the 

Father, or the Father for the Son. Which prohibition had 

been needless, had there been no prayers directed to the Son. 


+ 


9 Serm. 237. de Temp. t. 10. p. timus debitoribus nostris. 

385. (al. Serm. 50. c. 5) t. 5. p. 10 Ep. 33. [al. 20.] ad Marcellin. 
275 a.) Ecce post sermonem fit Soror. (t. 2. p. 853 b. n. 4.) Post 
missa catechumenis. Manebunt fi- lectiones et tractatum, dimissis ca- 
deles, venietur ad locum orationis. techumenis, Symbolum aliquibus 
Scitis quo accessuri sumus, quid competentibus in baptisteriis trade- 
prius Deo dicturi sumus? Dimitte bam ecclesiz. 

nobis debita nostra, sicut nos dimit- 


§ 13. 
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Now, admitting there were some prayers directed to the Son, 
these must be made before the communion-service, since at that 
time by the same canon all prayers are ordered to be directed 
to the Father only. 

For these reasons I conclude that the practice of the Greek 
and Latin Churches was the same, and that there were prayers 
in both for the catechumens, energumens, and penitents in 
their presence, distinct from those which were afterwards made 
for them in their absence at the altar. And so I have done 
with the first part of divine worship, which the ancient 
Church called her missa catechumenorum, or ante-communion- 
service. 


BINGHAM, VOL. Y. Pp 
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BOOK XV. 


OF THE MISSA FIDELIUM, OR COMMUNION-SERVICE. 


CHAP. I. 
Of the prayers preceding the oblation. 
1. WHEN the several orders of the catechumens, peni- 


called 82 vents, and energumens were dismissed, which was the comple- 
ibid t or tion of the missa catechumenorum, then immediately began 


prayer. 


that part of the service which is properly called missa fidelium, 
or communion-service, because none but communicants, or at 
least such of the penitents as had gone through all the stages 
of repentance, and were now waiting for absolution, called 
therefore cvrordevor, or co-standers, might be present at it. 
The entrance on this service was made by a mental or silent 
prayer, made by the people in private, and thence called ed 7 
8:a cuwnis, the silent prayer, and edi) Kara didvoiay, the mental 
prayer. This we learn from a canon of Laodicea, which gives 
a summary account of the whole order of the service of the 
Church; and therefore for our clearer proceeding in this 
matter, I think it not improper to put it down entire in this 
place, as being one of the most remarkable canons in the whole 
Code, and that which will give great light to the subsequent 
discourse. The words of the canon! are these: ‘ That after the 


U1T0X wpnoayre @p° ovres Top ibe is ay 


1 C. 19. (t. 1. p. 1500 ¢.) Hept 
ras evyas yiverOas Tpeis, play pay 


rov Seiy i la sparov, pera rds dptdias 


Tay émokéroy [xal rav] KaTnXou- 
i evry émireheta Gat" kal pera 
rd €EehGew rovs KaTnXoupevors, ray 


éy peravolg THY edxiy yiverOat, Kal 
rourwy mpocedOdvray wird x€ipa, Kat 


Ty mporny bea cuonns, Thy be Sev- 
répay kai tpirny bud mporpurncens 
mhnpovobas’ ei’ ovTas Thy elpnmy 
Si8ocba. Kai pera rd mpeaBurépous 
Sovva: r@ emiaxdng ny eipyyny, rére 
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homily of the bishop, first the prayer of the catechumens is to 
be made; and after the catechumens are gone forth, then the 
prayer for the penitents: and when they have received their 
benediction by imposition of hands, and are withdrawn, then 
the three prayers of the faithful are to be made; the first of 
which is to be performed in silence, the second and third by 
the bidding and direction (of the deacon.) After these the 
kiss of peace is to be given; presbyters saluting the bishop, 
and laymen one another: and then the holy oblation shall be 
celebrated; those of the clergy only communicating in the 
chancel.’ 

Some learned persons take the prayer in silence here to 
mean no more than prayers made over the communicants by 
the minister alone, the people not making any responses ; and 
by the prayers called edyat 31a mpocperjoews, they understand 
prayers made by way of responses, the minister and people 
mutually answering one another. But this explication does 
not come up to the sense of this canon. For by the prayer in 
silence we are here to understand such private prayers as each 
particular person made by himself, and by the prayers 3a 
mpocpevicews, such prayers as the whole Church made in 
common by the call and admonition of the deacon, who 
repeated the several forms, directing them what things they 
were to pray for, to each of which petitions they subjoined 
their Kvpse 2Adqoov, Lord have mercy, and grant the petitions 
we ask! And then the bishop added the éxfxAnots, or tnvoca- 
tion, which was also called collecta, the collect, because it was 
a colleetton or repetition of all the prayers of the people. That 
there were these three sorts of prayers in the ancient Church, 
is evident from the accounts that are given of each of them. 
And first that there were such private prayers of every par- 
ticular person by himself, appears not only from this canon, 
but from several ancient writers. St. Chrysostom? takes 


Tous Aaixovs rHy elpnymy &8dvac Kal 
ovre riy ayiay mpoopopay émreXeio- 
Gas" rai pdvors éfov eb etvas rois lepartxois 
ciovévas eis Td Bvcwornpioy Kai 
KOLPOPELY. 

2 Hom. 57. de non Evulgand. 
Peccat. t. 5: P. 762. (t. 3: P- 352 D.) 


TloAXot yap xpnveis éavrovs pur- 


rouvres, kai rp perom@ THY yoy TUT 
Tovres, Kal Geppa mpoxéovres Sdxpva, 
Kal muxpov xarwGev orevafovres, Kai 
Tas xelpas éxreivoyres, kai tmoAAny 
orovdny éredervopevor, Th Gepporyre 
TAavTy kal TH mpobupig Kara Ts 
oixeias Key qvrat owrnpias. Ov yap 
Umép ray olxelwy auaprnpdrov trapa- 
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motive that some in these private prayers spemt ther tme m 
nothing clxe but praying for revenge upom thesr ememmes. 
‘Muny men,’ says he, ‘fall prostrate upom the greand. and 
lasst the earth with their foreheads, and shed abundance of 
ture, and yroan bitterly within themselves. stretchimg forth 
their hands and showing great zeal, and vet use all this fervour 
and enrnestness only against their own salvation. For they 
pray to God not for their own offences, they do not beseech 
lin to pardon their own sins, but they spend all this labour 
nyuitimt their enemies. Which is the same thing as if a man 
should whet his sword, and then not use it against hts adver- 
miurion, but thrust it into his own throat. For so these men use 
tlutir prayers, not to obtain pardon of their own sins, but to 
wealornts the punishment of their enemies: which in effect is 
ty run the sword into their own bowels.’ A little after? he 
telly uw the very words of their prayers, which were these: 
' Wevenge me of my enemies, O Lord, and show them that 
Ttive a Gad.’ By all which it appears, that these were the 
private prayors of the people, which they might abuse, and not 
tes public prayers of the Church: for the Church never 
fauphit her children to curse their enemies, but to bless and 
pray for thom, But in these private prayers which were 
Aemiynad for confession of sins and deprecation of God’s judg- 
manta, evil men took liberty to transgress all rules, and gratify 
their juomions by asking revenge upon their enemies. Now 
though this wus a grand abuse of these private prayers, yet it 
werven to show us both what the custom was in the Church’s 
allowance of auch prayers, and what in her designation was 
the true uve of them. St. Basil‘, speaking of their vigils or 


nadoias vay Gedy, ob8e puny 
alroves ray ual puedndevrey atrois, 
ddd hy orovdyy ravryy Kard Tey 


dyOp&v xevotow dracav' ratroy trot 
ovvrer, bomep dy al ris 1d Eihos 
dxovfeas, adie xara ray moheulov 
xppro rp erry, ddd bid rie olxelas 
abrd bépns SOoi. Otre ral obrot ovx 
tmép ris dpicews ray olxelov duap- 
ance dANO xara ris rimpias rey 
ay rais evyais kéxpnyrat’ drep 
Meng davrady rd Eidos dbeiv. 
a Ibid. (ibid. p. 353 a.) "Exdixnody 
pe dx rev €xOpav pou Seifov avrois, 


3.) “Emera mddw, émirpeypavres évi 
rardpyew rob pédous, ol howrol varn- 
ovo Kal ovras vy TH Troethig mS 
Sender Ty vuxra dceveyxovres, 
peragu mpocevxduerct, nuépas foq 
Urokapurovons, mdvres Kowy, as ef 
évés oréuaros, Kai juas xapdias, roy 
THs eLopohoynoens Yadpdy dvadé- 
povar rq Kupig, ica davrésy é exagros 
Ta pypara THs perayvolas rovoupevot. 
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night-assemblies, intimates as plainly that they were spent in 
such private prayers intermingled with divers sorts of psalmody. 
And Cassian gives the same account of them both in the 
Eastern and Western Churches, as I have showed at large in 
speaking of the daily morning and evening service, which 
began with private confession in the Eastern Churches mentioned 
by St. Basil, and ended with public confession made in the 
words of the fifty-first Psalm, which was thence called the 
Psalm of Confession, or the Penitential Psalm 5 for the morning 
service. 

But as to the private confessions we are now speaking of, 
with which the communion-service here began, we are to note 
further, that they were not only made by the people in silence 
by themselves, but by the minister in private also. And the 
footsteps of this practice remain in some of the oldest Liturgies 
of several Churches, quite different from the present confes- 
sions in the Roman Missal: for whereas now in the Roman 
Missal the confession of sins is made to saints and angels as 
well as to God, all the offices for at least a thousand years after 
Christ had their confessions only to God. Thus it is in the 
forms of confession in Gregory’s Sacramentarium, and others 
published by Menardus. And this is that MS. which Cardinal 
Bona so much magnifies in the Queen of Sweden’s library °, as 


5 See b.13. ch.10. 8.13.v.4. p. 569. torum Variatio. The other, Apolo- 


6 [Through the assistance of a 
friend recently connected with the 
British tion at Stockholm, I 
am enabled to give the following 
information, which I[ trust will not 


‘be thought superfluous in this place. 


‘The MS. Sacramen is still 
exstant in the Royal Library at 
Stockholm, of which it forms one 
of the chief treasures. It is a thick 

uarto, and is inscribed, Missale 

erantiquum. 4to. vellum. 855. Di- 
rectly after the Calendar (folio 11 
verso) follow sixteen forms of pri- 
vate confession, only two of which 
bear the title of Apologia. One of 
these, Apologia Cottdiana, com- 
mencing Mordacis conscientie stt- 
mulis, &c., is given in the folio edi- 
tion of the works of Gregory the 
Great, (Paris. 1619. t. 5. col. 253.), 
where it ie intitled In Festo Sanc- 


gta wn Festivitate Sanctorum, com- 
mencing Eripiat nos, quesumus, 
Domine, &c., is also given in the 
same collection, where however only 
three others of the sixteen forms 
are found.’ 

In the later edition of Gregory, 
viz. Pans. 1705. (t. 3. part. I. p. 
230.), the Apologia Cotidiana as 
above, Mordacis conscientiea, &c., 
and another formula beginning In- 

7 me, Domine, &c., are intitled, 
Apologia quotidtane Sacerdotis pro- 
prie. But neither in the ancient 
MS. iteelf, nor in any edition of 
Gregory’s works, is any form ex- 
stant precisely in the words as fre 
by Bona and cited by Joseph Bi 
ham (see the following note) on the 
Cardinal’s authority. 

I subjoin a copy of the form which 
comes the nearest to Bona’s pattern, 
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XV. i. 
containing the offices of the old Gallican Liturgy. To show 
that these confessions were made only to God, and not to any 
saints or angels, and withal that they were particular confes- 
sions made by the priest only in private, 8:4 ciw7js, as the 
Laodicean canon words it, I will here transcribe that which 
Bona gives us out of that ancient MS. as the confession of the 
Gallican Office. It is there’ called Apologia Sacerdotis, the 
Apology of the Priest, or the Confession of his Sins, and it 
runs in these words :— 

‘O thou most admirable Majesty and great God, Almighty 
Father, who art of infinite goodness and power, I, who am a 
most vile sinner, and condemned by the testimony of my own 
conscience, do approach thee, and present myself in the sight 
of thy greatness, before the eyes of thine ineffable majesty, be- 
fore thy holy face, not without due reverence, yet with great 


214 The prayers 





extracted by my friend, when at 
Stockholm, from folio 11 verso as 
above. But this form is not pub- 
lished in any edition of Gregory’s 
Sacramentary that I am aware of. 

Ante conspectum Divine Majes- 
tatis tuz, reus assisto, qui invocare 
Nomen Sanctum tuum presumo. 
Miserere mihi, Domine, homini pec- 
catori. Ignosce indigno sacerdoti, 
per cujus manus hec oblatio vide- 
tur offerri. Parce peccatorum labe 
pre ceteris capitalium polluto, et 
non intres in judicium cum servo 
tuo, quia non justificabitur, in con- 
spectu tuo omnis vivens. Sed licet 
vitiis ac voluptatibus carnis aggra- 
vatus sum, recordare, Domine, quod 
caro sum; in tuo conspectu etiam 
cei non sunt mundi; quanto ma- 
gis ego homo terrenus et immundus 
sicut pannus menstruate. Indig- 
nus sum, Jesu Christe, ut vivam ; 
sed tu, qui non vis mortem pecca- 
toris, da mihi veniam in carne con- 
stituto, ut per penitentiz labores 
vita eterna perfrui merear in ceelis, 
per te, Jesu Christe, qui cum Patre 
et Spiritu Sancto vivis et regnas in 
eecula seeculorum. Amen. Ep. ] 

7 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 1. n. 1. (p. 
270.) Ante tus immensitatis con- 
spectum, et ante tuz ineffabilitatis 
oculos, O Majestas mirabilis, scili- 


cet ante sanctos vultus tuos, magne 
Deus, et maximz pietatis et potes- 
tatis Omnipotens Pater, quamlibet 
non sine debita reverentia, attamen 
nulla officii dignitate, vilis admo- 
dum peccator accedo, et reus con- 
Bcientiz testis assisto. Accuso me 
tibi, et non excuso: et coram testi- 
bus confiteor injustitiam meam tibi, 
Domino Deo meo. Confiteor, in- 

uam, confiteor sub testibus injus- 
titiam impietatis mez, ut remittas 
impietatem peccati mei. Confiteor, 
ae nisi remittas, recte me punias. 

abes me confitentem reum; sed 
sclo non nisi verbis emendantem. 
Verbis enim placo, operibus offendo. 
Culpam sentio, emendationem dif- 
fero. Subveni ergo, subveni, Pietas 
ineffabilis. Ignosce, ignosce mihi, 
Trinitas mirabilis. arce, parce, 
supplico, Deitas placabilis. Exaudi, 
exaudi, exaudi me, rogo, his verbis 
illius fili tui clamantem, Pater, 
eterne Deus, peccavi in celum et co- 
ram te: jam non sum dignus vocart 
filtus tuus; fac me ut unum de mer- 
cenartis tuis, Et nunc, Pater mise- 
Yicors, unicum misericordiz tuse 
portum, Christo favente, peto, ut 
quod per me vilescit, per illum ac- 
ceptum ferre digneris; qui vivis et 
regnasin szcula seculorum. Amen. 
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unworthiness and neglect of duty. I do not excuse, but accuse 
myself unto thee. I confess, I say, I confess the unrighteous- 
ness of my impiety, that thou mayest forgive the wickedness 
of my sin. I confess that if thou dost not forgive, thou mayest 
punish me. I confess myself a criminal before thee, and yet I 
know my amendment is only in words. In words I endeavour 
to appease thee, but in works I offend thee. Iam sensible of 
my faults, and yet I defer the amendment. Assist me there- 
fore, assist me, O thou ineffable Goodness. Pardon me, pardon 
me, 0 most adorable Trinity. Spare me, spare me, spare me, 
I beseech thee, O merciful God. Hear me, hear me, hear me, 
I beseech thee, when I[ cry in the words of that prodigal son, 
O Father, Eternal God, I have sinned against heaven and be- 
fore thee: I am no more worthy to be called thy son: make 
me as one of thy hired servants. And now, merciful Father, 
I fly to the only refuge and haven of thy mercy under the 
protection of Christ, that what is vile in me thou mayest favour- 
ably vouchsafe to accept in him, who livest and reignest for 
ever and ever. Amen!’ 

It is plain here, that as there is no address to either saint 
or angel in this prayer, so it is a private prayer of the priest 
alone for himself, whilst the people were hkewise employed in 
making their private confessions to God: which shows us the 
meaning of that silent prayer spoken of in the Council of 
Laodicea, which is called the jirst prayer in the entrance of 
the communion-service. 

All I shall add further here concerning these private prayers 
is to make an observation upon two ancient forms of speech, 
which have some relation to this matter, and help to confirm 
it: that is, the forms silentium indicere and orationem dare, 
both which are used to denote the custom of bidding the 
people fall to their private devotions. Sometimes the bishop 
was used to give the signal by saying, Oremus, Let us pray ! 
and then the people betook themselves to their private devo- 
tions, after which the bishop summed up their prayers in a 
short collect by way of solemn invocation. Thus Uranius de- 
scribes the rite in the Life of Paulinus *, bishop of Nola, when 


8 Part. tert. (p. 79.) ....Ad ec- lum ex more salutavit, resalutatus- 
clesiam processit [Johannes Neapo- que a populo orationem dedit, et 
litanus}, et ascenso tribunali popu- collecta oratione spiritum exhalavit. 
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he tells us how a certain bishop ‘ went into his throne, and there 
saluting the people, and being saluted by them agam, he then 
according to custom gave the signal for prayer, and afterward 
summed up their prayers in a collect, and so breathed out his 
last.’ Sometimes the deacon gave the signal, and this was 
called silentium indicere. Thus it was in the Gallican 
Churches, as Bishop Stillingfleet * has observed out of Gregory 
of Tours; and the priest did it by the Mozarabic Litargy. 
Where he rightly concludes that this phrase, silentium indi- 
cere, doos not barely signify making the people attentive, but 
there was a further meaning in it, that they were for a time 
there to attend to their own private prayers. Which he thinks 
not improbable on these considerations :— 

1. ‘ Gregory Turonensis saith, in the place before men- 
tioned, that the king took that time to speak to the people, 
who immediately brake forth into a prayer for the king ; not 
that any collect was then read for hm, for that was not the 
proper time for it; but it being a time of secret prayers, they 
were so moved with what the king said, that they all prayed 
for him.’ 

2. ‘Among the Heathens, when they were bidden /avere 
linguis, yet then, Brissonius®? saith, they made their private 
prayers; and as the deacon’s commanding silence seems to be 
much of the same nature, it is not probable that the Christians 
should fall short of their devotions.’ 

3. ‘ The great argument,’ says he, ‘ to me, is the small num- 
ber of collects in the ancient Churches; for the Christians 


8 Origines Britannice, ch. 4. p. 
223. ex Greg. Turon. Hist. Francor. 
1, 7. c. 8. (Works, v. 3. p. 139.) 
Gsregorius Turonensis saith, that in 
the Gallican Churches the deacon 
did silentium indicere; and the 
priest did it by the Mozarabic Li- 
turgy, which Eugenius Roblesius 
understands only of making the 
people uttentive; which I grant was 
part of the deacon’s office and de- 
sign in commanding silence, as ap- 
pears by several sages in the 
ancient Liturgies, both Greek and 
Latin. But there was a further 
meaning in it; and that the people 
were for a time there to attend to 


their own private prayers, appears 
not improbable to me on these con- 
siderations: Gregory (p. 337 b. 1.) 
says, Factum est, ut quadam die 
Dominica, postquam diaconus si- 
lentium populis, ut misse auscul- 
tarentur, indixit, rex conversus ad 
populum diceret, Adjuro vos, 0 viri 
cum multertibus, ut miki fidem invio- 
latam servare dignemini ; nec me, ut 
JSratres meos nuper fecistis, interi- 


matis, &c....Hzc eo dicente, om- 
nis populus orationem pro rege fudit 
ad Dominum. 


® De Formulis, (pp. 8, seqq.) Sed 
quee sit horum verborum vis ac po- 
testas, &c. 
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spent a great deal of time in the public service on the Lord’s- 
day and the stationary days.’ I add also their vigils; but all 
other offices could not take up that time, there being no long 
extemporary prayers, nor such a multitude of tedious cere- 
monies in all parts, as the Roman Breviary and Missal intro- 
duced; and the collects of greatest antiquity being very few 
and short, it seems most probable that a competent part of the 
time was spent in private devotions. A remainder whereof is 
‘still preserved in the office of ordination of priests in our 
Church, whereby silence is commanded to be kept for a time 
for the people’s secret prayers. And the same custom was 
observed at the bidding of prayers !°, which was a direction for 
the people what to pray for in their private devotions. 

2. And this leads us in the next place to consider the second Of the 
sort of prayers mentioned in the Laodicean canon, which are Pvc. | | 
there styled edxai 8a apocdevicews, which we may English sposperf- 
bidding-prayers. For they were not only a call to the people to bidding. 
pray, but a direction what particulars they were to pray for. Prevers. 
We have a form of this sort of prayer in the Apostolical Con- 
stitutions, immediately after the dismission of catechumens and 
penitents, where it is called apoogaunots trép tav morwv, a 
direction or bidding-prayer for the communicants, or believers. 

It is there!! ushered in with these words: ‘ Let no one of those, 


10 Vid. Matth. Parker, Concion. 
in Obit. Buceri. (ap. Hist. Ver. de 
Vita, Obitu, Sepultura, &c., Tract. 
4: which is Parker’s Funeral Ser- 


réy GAwy eds aidcoy xat avadaiperoy 
Tiv éavrov elpryny nyiv rapacyxocro, 
iva ev iu la rns car’ evoéBeray 
Gperjs SvareAouvras nuas cuvrnpnoy’ 


won translated into Latin, with 
other pieces chiefly contributed to 
the publisher Hubert by Archbishop 
Grindal, (see his Life, b. 2. ch. ¢.), 
and printed (place not named) anno 
1562. See the Adhortatio ad Pre- 
ces, p. 64., at the end of which are 
the words, (f. 65 vers.), Hie facte 
sunt tacite preces. Ey 

i! L. 8. c.g. (Cotel. v. 1. pp. 396, 
397-) My tts ray py duvapevor mpo- 
eAGerw’ doos morol, krivopev yoru 
Senbapey rou Ceod Sad rov Xpiorov 
aurov mdyres, ouvrdves rov Gedy did 
Tov Xptorov a’rov mapaxaherwpev.— 
C. 10. (p. ead.) Lpoodawais trép 
tov moray. ‘“Yrep ris elpnens xal 
ris evoraGeias rou xécpov Kat roy 
ayiov éxxrAnoey senOapev, Gros 6 


imép ths ayias xaBoAuns Kat atro- 
arokuns éxxAnoias THs awd TeEparay 
éws meparay Senbapev, Gras 6 Kuptos 
doeoroy airny kai axAvdamoroy da- 
guAd§y nai Sarnpnon, péexpt THs ovv- 
redeias Tov alavos, reGepeXcopevny 
én rhy mérpav. Kal trép ris évOade 
ayias mapotxias 8enOapev, Grws Kara- 
won Has 6 Tov Siwy Kupios avev- 
ws THY emovpamoy avrov éArida 
peradidxery, cat advadenrov aur@ THs 
Senoews arrodiddvat Thy HeAny’ Urép 
mdaons émiaKxonns Ths Ud Toy oUpavdy 
Tay opboropouvrey riv Adyor THs CTs 
aAnbeias denOdpev. Kai imep rov 
émoxérov nyav “laxwBouv xai Tey 
wapoixtay avrov SenOapew’ vmép rou 
émirxémov nudy KAnpevros kal Trev 
mapoixiay avrov Senbopev’ vmep Tov 


218 The prayers XV. i. 
that are not allowed, come near. As many as are believers, let us 

fall upon our knees. Let us pray to God through his Christ. 

Let us all intensely beseech God through his Christ.’ Then 
follow the several petitions in this order :— 

‘Let us pray for the peace and tranquillity of the world and 
the holy Churches; that the God of the whole world would 
grant us his perpetual and lasting peace; and keep us per- 
severing to the end, in all the fulness of piety and virtue. Let 
us pray for the holy Catholic and Apostolic Church from one 
end of the earth to the other; that the Lord would keep it 
unshaken and undisturbed with storms and tempests, founded 
on a rock to the end of the world. Let us pray for the holy 
Church (zapouxlas) in this place; that the Lord of all would 


grant us grace to pursue his heavenly hope without ceasing ; 





émaxdrou nudyv Evodiou nat ray ma- 
potxiay avrov bender, Sarws 6 oixrip- 
pov Oeds xapionrat avrovs rais ayiats 
avrov exkAngiats aoous, évripous, 
paxponzepevoytas, Kat riwoy avrois 
TO ynpas rapacyyra: év evoeBeia Kat 
Sixacoovry. Kai trép rev mpeaBuréepav 
nudy SenOapev, Srws 6 Kipios puonra 
aurovs aid wavrés arémou Kal rovnpov 
mpayparos, kat a@ov Kal evripov rd 
mpeaBurépioy avrois mapdgyo’ tmép 
awaons ths év Xpior@ Siaxovias xai 
umnpecias Sendapev, Grows 6 Kuptos 

prov thy Staxoviay avrois mapd- 
oxnta’ vrép avayyworay, array, 
mapbevav, xnpay re xal dppavay de- 
nOcpev =e Tay ev cufvyias xal 
rexvoyovias GenOapev, Oras 6 Kuptos 
Tous mavras atrovs €Xenoy’ wimép ev- 
youyoy doiws mopevopevoy Senbapev’ 
tmep trav éy eyxpareia, cai evdaBela 
Senbaper’ tmép Tay xapropopovvray 
dy ty ayia éxxAnoig, kal movotvvroy 
rots revnot Tas eXenpoouvas Benbdpev. 
Kal imép ray ras Gucias cat ras arap- 
xas mpoohepovrwy Kupiy rq Oe@ 
nav Senbapev, Sas 6 mavayabos 
Geds apelnra abrovs rois erov- 
paviois airov Swpeais, cai 86 adbrois 
€v To Twapévrt éxarovranAaciova, Kat 
év T@ pedDdorre (ony alovoy, rat ya- 
pionras avrois avri rey mpooxaipey 
ra aldwma, dyri réy emvyeiov rd érov- 
pana’ unrep trav veohwriorwy aded- 
déy nav Senbapev, Gros 6 Kupios 
aornpitn avrovs cai BeBatwon’ vrép 
_ téy év dppworig dferafopevwy dded- 


pov nuav Senbapev, Srws 6 Kuptos 
pvonrat avrovs maons véoov Kai dons 
padaxias, cat cdous amoxaracTnon 
TH ayia avrov éxxAncia’ tép meov- 
Tov Kai dSouropovvray Ssenbadpev* 
imép rov ev perddrdots, cai é€opiats, 
nat puAaxais, cal 8eqpois dvrov dca 
rd dvopa Tov Kupiov, denbaper’ trép 
Tov ev mixpG Soudeig KaTawovousever 
SenOapev' Unép eyOpav nal picovv- 
rov nas Senbapev' tmép trav diw- 
xdvrov nas &a 7rd dvona tov Kupiov 
denbadpev, Gras 6 Kuptos mpavvas roy 
Gundy auvrdv Siacxeddon ry xa 
ney cpyny’ tmrep rav tw dvrav cal 
serhampevov Senbapev, Sras 6 Ku- 
plos avrovs emorpéyy Tay vytriov 
rhs exkAnolas pynpovevoper, Gros 6 
Kupwos redkeooas avra év re pd8p 
avrov eis pérpoy nruxias dydyn’ trép 
DrAnrtov senOdpev, Gros 6 Kupws 
THPNTY pds wal pvddgy ry avrod 
xapirt eis rédos, ral puanra nas 
Tov Troynpow kal wavray Tay oKavdd- 
ov trav épyafopevoy ry dvoplay, 
cai coon els rv BaciAeiay avrov Ty 
éroupdvov' trép maons Yuxns Xpt- 
ortavijs Senbapev. Ze@cov Kai dya- 

gov pas 6 Oeds re edéet cov. 
—It. 1.2. ¢. 57. (Cotel. ibid. p. 
265.) Kal pera rovro mpoceuyé- 
w8wo 6 didxovos vmép THs éxkAnoias 
démdons, xal rayrés rou xdéapou, Kat 
Tray év avrg pepwy, Kal exhopior 
trip rev lepéwy, xal ray dpxdvrev, 
irep rou dpxtepéws xal rot Baciéws, 
kal rs naddrov elpnvns. 
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and that we may render him the continual debt and tribute of 
our prayers. Let us pray for the whole episcopate or com- 
pany of bishops under heaven. that rightly divide the word of 
truth. And let us pray for James, our bishop, and his Churches. 
Let us pray for Clemens, our bishop, and his Churches. Let 
us pray for Euodius, our bishop, and his Churches: that the 
merciful God would preserve them in safety, honour, and 
length of days for the benefit of his holy Churches; and grant 
them a venerable old age in all piety and mghteousness. Let 
us likewise pray for our presbyters. that God would deliver 
them from every absurd and wicked thing, and preserve them 
safe and honourable in their presbytery. Let us pray for the 
whole order of deacons and subdeacons in Christ; that the 
Lord would keep them unblameable in their ministry. Let us 
pray for the readers, singers, widows, and orphans. Let us 
pray for those that live in matrimony and procreation or edu- 
eation of children, that God would have mercy upon them all. 
Let us pray for the eunuchs that walk in holiness. Let us 
pray for those that live in continency or virginity, and lead a 
pious life. Let us pray for those, that make oblations in the 
holy Church, and give alms to the poor. Let us pray for 
those that offer their sacrifices and first-fruits to the Lord our 
God; that the most gracious God would reward them with 
heavenly gifts, and restore them an hundred fold in this world, 
and grant them everlasting life in the world to come; giving 
them heavenly things for their earthly, and for their temporal 
things those that are eternal. Let us pray for our brethren 
that are newly baptized; that the Lord would confirm and 
establish them. Let us pray for our brethren that are af- 
flicted with sickness; that the Lord would deliver them from 
all their distempers and infirmities, and restore them again in 
health to his holy Church. Let us pray for all those that 
travel by sea or by land. Let us pray for those that are in 
the mines, and in banishment, and in prison and in bonds for 
the name of the Lord. Let us pray for our enemies and those 
that hate us. Let us pray for those that persecute us for 
the name of the Lord: that the Lord would mitigate their 
fury, and dissipate their anger conceived against us. Let us 
pray for those that are without, and led away with error, that 
the Lord would convert them. Let us remember the in- 
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fants of the Church; that the Lord would perfect them in his 
fear, and bring them to the measure of adult age. Let us 
pray mutually for one another ; that the Lord would keep and 
preserve us by his grace unto the end, and deliver us from the 
evil one, and from all the scandals of those that work iniquity, 
and conduct us safe to his heavenly kingdom. Let us pray for 
every Christian soul. Save us, O God, and raise us up by thy 
mercy !’ 

It is here to be supposed, that as in the former prayers for 
the catechumens and penitents 2, so here at the end of every 
petition, the people answered, Kupre €Adnoov, Lord have mercy 
upon them! or, as it is in the close of this prayer, Save them, 
O God, and raise them up by thy mercy ! 

Any one that will compare either our Litany, or the Prayer 
for the whole state of Christ’s Church in the beginning of our 
communion-service, will readily perceive that there is a near 
affinity between them and this general form of the ancient 
Church. We have not so complete a form either in Chryso- 
stom’s genuine works, or any other ancient writer, to compare 
this with, as we did before in considering the form for the 
catechumens: but there are two very ancient forms of such a 
prayer without any addition of invocation of saints still pre- 
served, one in the Ambrosian Liturgy, and the other in an 
ancient office, transcribed by Wicelius out of the library of 
Fulda, which, because they come near this ancient form in the 
Constitutions, I will here insert in the margin for the use of 
the learned reader, out of Pamelius’s Liturgics, tom. 3. p. 307, 
and Cardinal Bona’s Rerum Liturgicarum, lib. 2. cap. 4. n. 3," 

12 See b. 14. ch. 6, preceding. col. dextr.) Auctor Antiquitatum Li- 

13 [Juxt. Ed. Venet. 1764. (p. 208. turgicarum,tom. 3. pag. 307.* harum 


* [My learned ancestor, who makes his statement upon the authority of Bona, 
from whom both these formule are taken, was in error in supposing, (as he seems 
to have done in saying, out of Pamelius's Liturgics, tom. 3. p. 307,) that the 
Cardinal derived his information from that source; for there is no third volume 
of that work, neither is the first of these formule to be found in Pamelius at all. 
The truth is Bona referred to the Liturgicarum Antiquitatum Arcana, §r. 
which was published anonymously, (Duaci, ex typographia Baltasar. Belleri, 1605, 
3 voll. 8vo.) but has since been attributed to Vunderhaer. See Barbier’s Dic- 
tionnaire des Anonymes. This book is at the Bodleian and at the British 
Museum; and at p. 307. of v. 3, exactly as cited by Buna, the first of the 
formule occurs, being introduced thus.... Cujusmodi sunt illu, gua ex Luania 
velustissima Bibliotheca Fuldensis transcripsit Wicelius,—Dicamus omnes, &c. 
At the end he adds,— Aique hec Wicelius transcripsit ut partem litaniurum, iu 
guibus explicandis nunc versamur, quamvis mihi magis probetur hane lilaniam 
esse litaniam missalem, cujusmodi sunt nonnulle in Quadragesima in Officie 














§ 2. 








before the oblation. 


221 


and then see what remains of this ancient prayer we meet with 
in the undoubted writings of the Fathers. For, though none 


proaum hanc formulam affert, quam 
issalem Litaniam vocat, ex antiquo 
codice Bibliothecse Fuldensis a Wi- 
celio transcriptam. 
1. In Codice Fuldensi Litania 
Missalis. 

Dicamus omnes ex toto corde tota- 
que mente, Domsne miserere. 

Qui respicis terram, et facis eam 
tremere, Oramus te, Domine, ex- 
auds et msserere. 

Pro altissima pace et tranquillitate 
temporum nostrorum, Oramus 
te, ine, &c. 

Pro Sancta Ecclesia Catholica, que 
est a finibus usque ad terminos 
orbis terrarum, Oramus te, Do- 
mine, &c. 

Pro patre nostro episcopo, pro om- 
nibus episcopis ac presbyteris et 
diaconis, omnique clero, Oramus 
te, Domine, &c. 

Pro hoc loco et habitantibus in eo, 
Oramus te, Domine, &c. 

Pro piissimo imperatore et toto Ro- 
mano exercitu, Oramus te, Do- 
mene, &c. 

Pro omnibus, quiin sublimitate con- 
stituti sunt, pro virginibus, viduis, 
et a rm Oramus te, Do- 
mine, &c. 


Pro peenitentibus et catechumenis, 
Oramus te, Domine, &c. 

Pro his, qui in Sancta Ecclesia 
fructus misericordiz largiuntur. 
Domine Deus virtutum, exaudi 
preces nostras. Oramus te, Do- 
mine. 

Sanctorum Apostolorum et Mar- 
tyrum memores sumus, ut oran- 
tibus eis pro nobis veniam mere- 
amur. Oramus te, Domine. 

Christianum ac pacificum nobis fi- 
nem concedi a Domino compre- 
cemur. Presta, Domsne, presta. 

Et divinum in nobis permanere vin- 
culum caritatis Dominum com- 
precemur. Presta, Domine, pre- 
sta. 


Ambrosiano et plurime in omnibus Missis Grecorum. 


Conservare sanctitatem ac puritatem 
Catholice fidei, Sanctum Deum 
comprecemur. Presta, Domine, 

esta. 

Dicamus omnes, Domine, exaudi et 
miserere, 


2. Altera formula ex Ritu Ambro- 
siano in Dominica prima Qua- 
dragesimee, incipiente diacono, 
et choro respondente. 

Diving pacis et indulgentiz munere 
supplicantes ex toto corde et ex 
tota mente precamur te. Domine, 
msserere. 

Pro Ecclesia Sancta Catholica, que 
hic et per universum orbem dif- 
fusa est, precamur te. Domine, 
maserere. 

Pro pape nostro N. et pontifice nos- 
tro N. et omni clero eorum, om- 
nibusque sacerdotibus ac ministris 
precamur te. me, miserere, 

Pro famulis tuis, N. imperatore et 
N. rege, duce nostro, et omni ex- 
ercitu eorum precamur te. Do- 
mine, miserere. 

Pro pace ecclesiarum, vocatione 
gentium, et quiete populorum, 
precamur te. Domine, miserere. 

Pro civitate hac et conservatione 
ejus, omnibusque habitantibus in 
ea precamur te. Domine, miserere. 

Pro mein temperie, ac fructu et foe- 
cunditate terrarum precamur te. 
Domine, miserere. 

Pro virginibus, viduis, orphanis, 
captivis, ac pcenitentibus, preca- 
mur te. me, miserere. 

Pro peat pase tape iter agentibus, in 
carceribus, in vinculis, in metallis, 
in exsiliis constitutis, precamur te. 

ime, méserere. 

Pro iis, qui diversis infirmitatibus 
detinentur, quique spiritibus vex- 
antur immundis, precamur te. 
Domine, miserere. 

Pro iis, qui in Sancta Ecclesia tua 
fructus misericordise largiuntur, 


The second formula, 


with some slight variations, does occur in Pamelius, whence Bona probably took 
it, (t. 5. p. 328.) under the title of 4mbrosiane Misse Ritus et Ordo Dom. 


Quadrag. dicta Samaritana. Ep.) 
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of them give us the same form entire, yet one may easily per- 
ceive by the near alliance of the fragments that remain, that 
they all refer to the same original. For there are, both in 
Chrysostom and other writers, several fragments of such a 
prayer, and plain intimations that either this or a like form 
was In use in many Churches. And therefore it will not be, 
amiss to collect these references and fragments before we pro- 
ceed any further. 

3. St. Chrysostom, in one of his sermons spoken to the people 
of Antioch’*, plainly shows that they had such a form of 
bidding-prayer in use in that Church: for he relates some of 
the petitions of it, which are so like the form in the Constitu- 
tions, that he will not judge amiss that thinks the Author of 
the Constitutions had his form from the same original, whence 
we are sure St. Chrysostom had his, viz. the Liturgy of the 
Church of Antioch: ‘ For,’ says he, ‘when you all in common 
hear the deacon bidding this prayer, and saying, Let us pray 
for the bishop and for his old age, and for grace to assist him, 
that he may rightly divide the word of truth, and for those 
that are here, and those that are in all the world! you refuse 
not to do what is commanded you, but offer your prayers with 
all fervency, as knowing what power there is in common 
prayer. They that are initiated know what I say. For this is 
not yet allowed in the prayer of the catechumens: for they are 
not yet arrived to this boldness and liberty of speech. But the 
deacon, who ministers in this office, exhorts you to make 
prayers for the whole world, and for the Church extended 
from one end of the earth to the other, and for all the bishops 





The form 
of this sort 
of prayers 
in the Con- 
stitutions, 
compared 
with the 
fragments 
that occur 
in Chry- 
sostom, and 
other 
writers. 


precamur te. Domine, miserere. 
Exaudi nos in omni oratione atque 

deprecatione nostra, precamur te. 

, miserere. 

Dicamus omnes. Domsene, msserere. 

14 Hom. 2. de Obscurit. chet ae 
arum. t. 3. P. 946. (t. 6. p- 188 a.) 
Kow7 O€ wayres dxovovres Tou oca- 
xévou Tovro KeAevovros, nai Aeyor- 
ros, SenOaper trép Tov emtrkdrrov, Kar 
Tov Yipes, kal ris avriAnyeus, Kal 
iva 2 GpOoropy rov Adyoy ris GAnOeias, 
kai virép ray évravOa, xal imép ri 
dsrayraxou, ov rapasreiade moveiy rd 
éwiraypa’ GAAG per’ éxrevelas dva- 
Pépere ry evypy, clddéres ths dpere- 


pas ouvddou ry Suva’ igaow of 
pepunpevor Ta Aeydpeva’ 7H yap ety 
Tay KaTnXoupevey ob8ere Touro ésnt- 
Terpanrat’ érecdy) ovdera mpos % 

ba 6 pnolay epOacay ravrny’ Rcd : 
Ka tnrép THs oixouperns, rat t imép ™ms 
éxxAnoias, Ths HEX & meparo THs yns 
€krerapeévns, Kai mip. Tay dcocouv- 
Toy auriy émioxérev a ardvrey Trapa- 
keXeveras roveio Oa ras denoes é rav- 
ras Staxovev, xat imaxovere pera 
mpobupias, eovp paprupourres, ort 
peyahy ris ebxyys ) Suvauis, THs éy 
éxxdnoig and rou Snuov cuppaves 


avadepopens, €oriv. 
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that rule and govern it; and ye obey with readiness, testifying 
by your actions that great is the power of prayer, when it is 
offered up by the people with one voice in the church.’ Here 
we may observe, that this was the bidding prayer: for it was 
done by the celeusma'*, or call and admonition of the deacon, 
telling them what they were to pray for. Then again, that it 
was a prayer peculiar to the communicants, and used only in 
the communion-service: for the catechumens were not allowed 
to join in it. And further, that the petitions for the whole 
world, for the Church over all the earth, for all bishops where- 
soever governing the Church, and particularly for the bishop 
of the place, that he might live to a good old age, and have the 
help of God’s grace to enable him rightly to divide the word of 
truth, are the same petitions that occur in the Constitutions: 
which makes it evident that these forms of bidding prayer 
were then commonly used in the Catholic Church. Chrysostom, 
in another place 16, speaks of this same prayer as performed in 
common, both by ministers and people; and by both of them 
in the posture of kneeling or prostration. For giving an ac- 
count of the several prayers of the Church, in which the people 
bear a part with the minister, he says, ‘they prayed in com- 
mon for persons possessed with evil spirits, and for the peni- 
tents; and then, after they were excluded who could not par- 
take of the holy table, they made another prayer, in which 
they all fell prostrate upon the earth together, and all in like 
manner rose up together.’ This is a plain reference to that 
bidding prayer, before which the deacon commanded all to fall 
down upon the ground, and make those several petitions in 
that posture, and then gave the signal to rise again, by saying, 
*Avaorépev, Let us rise! as it is worded in the Constitutions. 
Chrysostom has many other passages, which speak of prayers 
for the whole state of the Church, for bishops, for the universe, 
and the public peace; but because these refer more peculiarly 
to the prayer immediately following the consecration and obla- 


[!5 Compare b. 14. ch. 2. 8.4. p. rep lepav mepiBddav rovs ov Suvape- 
39- n.60., where some 2 ki Bay vous THs lepas peragyxeiy tpamé{ns, é- 
remarks are made on this word. répay dei yevéoOa evyny’ xal wayres 
Ep. dpolws én’ éSadous xeipeba, xal wap- 

Hom. 18. in 2 Cor. p. 87 res dpoiws duordueba.—See before, 
10. p. 568 b.) HdAcw éresday i as b. 13. ch. 6. 8.9. v. 4. p. 472. D. 27. 
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tion where a more solemn commemoration of all states was 
again made, I will refer the notice of them to the discourse 
upon that prayer in its proper place. 

However, I cannot omit mentioning one remarkable thing 
more out of St. Chrysostom, relating to this prayer; which is, 
that this prayer was esteemed so much the common-prayer of 
the people, that the children of the Church were particularly 
enjoined to bear a part in it. For, in one of his Homilies upon 
St. Matthew 17, speaking first of the prayer for the demoniacs, 
secondly of the prayer for the penitents, thirdly of this prayer 
for the communicants, he observes, ‘that the two former were 
offered by the people alone, as intercessors for mercy for 
others; but this prayer, which was for themselves, was pre- 
sented also by the innocent children of the people, crying to 
God for mercy:’ it being supposed that their innocency and 
humility, the imitation of which qualifies men for the kingdom 
of heaven, were good recommendations. of their prayers, when 
they solemnly implored the divine mercy. Which plainly 
shows that this was a general prayer of all degrees of persons 
in the Church. We may note further out of St. Austin, that 
the Universal Church, or the greatest part of it, had such 
prayers preceding the consecration of the eucharist, which 
were properly called precationes, or deprecationes, supplica- 
tions for themselves and others; and communis oratio, com- 
mon prayer, because they were performed by the common 
voice of the deacon and the people. In one of his Epistles's, 
he divides the whole service of the Church into these five 
parts: 1. Singing of psalms; 2. Reading of the Scriptures; 
3- Preaching; 4. The prayers of the bishops and presbyters ; 
5. The common prayers indited by the voice or direction of 
the deacons: which were the bidding-prayers we are now dis- 
coursing of. Whence we learn the meaning of the deacon’s 
being said indicere communem orationem; that it means not 


mpoBdAXerat, 
paxadovvra. See v. 4. p. 464. n. 98. 
18 Ep. x19. (al. 55.) ad Januar. c. 


18, (t.2. p. 142 b, c.) Quando au- 
tem non est tempus, cum in ecclesia 
fratres congregantur, sancta cantan- 
di, nisi cum legitur, aut disputatur, 
aut antistites clara voce deprecatur, 
aut communis oratio voce diaconi 
indicitur? 
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barely his commanding them to pray, but his going before 
them in a form of words, to which they might join their com- 
mon responses. 

In another Epistle!9, he divides the communion-service into 
four parts, according to that division of St. Paul, (1 Tim. 2, 1.) 
“I exhort therefore, that first of all, supplications, prayers, in- 
tercessions, and giving of thanks, be made for all men ;” taking 
supplications for these common prayers made for all men 
before the consecration of the elements; and prayers, in the 
Greek called eixai, for the prayers of consecration, of which 
the Lord’s Prayer was one, because the people did then so- 
lemnly dedicate themselves to Christ, which is the most com- 
mon notation of the word evx?), a vow. By intercessions, he 
understands the benedictions of the people by imposition of 
hands, used at that time by the bishops and other chief minis- 
ters, recommending them to the mercy of God; and by thanks- 
giving, the doxologies and returns of praise after the partici- 
pation was over. So that here we have a plain account of the 
Church’s service ; and particularly, that the prayers before the 
consecration were those solemn addresses which were made 
chiefly by the deacon and people, and therefore were called 
communis oratio voce diaconit indicta,—the common prayers 
of the people, enjoined and ordered by the bidding of the 
deacon. In another place he mentions some of the particulars 
then prayed for. For, writing to one Vitalis of Carthage, 
who maintained that infidels were not to be prayed for, he 


19 Id. Ep.sg. [al.149.] ad Paulin. 
quest. 5. (t. 2. p.509 c.) Sed eligo 
in his verbis hoc intelligere, quod 
omnis vel pene omnis frequentat 
ecclesia, ut precationes accipiamus 
dictas, quas facimus in celebratione 
sacramentorum, antequam illud,quod 
est in Domini menga, incipiat bene- 
dici: orationes, cum benedicitur et 
sanctificatur, et ad distribuendum 
comminuitur, quam totam petitionem 
fere omnis ecclesia Dominica ora- 
tione concludit..... Interpellationes 
autem, sive, ut vestri codices habent, 
postulationes, fiunt cum populos be- 
nedicitur. Tunc enim antistites, 
velut advocati, susceptos suos per 
manus impositionem misericordis- 
sime offerunt potestati. Quibus 


BINGHAM, VOL. YV. 


peractis, et participato tanto sacra- 
mento, grattarum actio cuncta con- 
cludit, quam in his etiam verbis ul- 
timam commendavit Apostoljs. 

20 Ep. 107. (al. ar Tad ital. p. 
187. . 2. a 799 f.) Exerce [exsere, 
Ed. Bened. secund. MSS. prestan- 
tiores | contra orationes ecclesiz dis- 
putationes tuas, et quando audis sa- 
cerdotem Dei ad altare exhortantem 
populum Dei, orare pro incredulis, 
ut eos Deus convertat ad fidem; et 
pro catechumenis, ut eis desiderium 

nerationis inspiret; et pro fide- 
libus, ut in e0, quod ease coeperunt, 
ejus munere perseverent ; subsanna 
jas voces, et dic te non facere quod 
ortatur; id est, Deum pro infideli- 
bus, ut eos fideles faciat, non rogare. 


Q 
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urges him with the known practice of the Church. ‘ Dispute 
then,’ says he, ‘against the prayers of the Church; and when 
you hear the priest of God exhorting the people of God at the 
altar to pray for infidels, that God would convert them to the 
faith ; and for catechumens, that God would inspire them with 
a desire of regeneration; and for the faithful, that they may 
persevere by his grace in that wherein they have begun ; mock 
at these pious words, and say you do not do what he exhorts 
you to do; that is, that you do not pray to God for infidels, 
that he would make them believers.’ Here we see the prayers 
for the conversion of infidels, and the perseverance of believers, 
are the same with those that occur in the Constitutions, and in 
both places are said to be done at the bidding or exhortation of 
the minister. 

St. Basil also speaks of these prayers under the name of 
xnpvypara éxxAnoiaotixd, which is not to be understood of 
preaching in the church, but of these prayers, which the dea- 
con, as the common mfpuf or proclaimer and director of the 
service, appointed the people to make for all orders of men in 
the Church. And so St. Basil himself explains his own mean- 
ing. For writing to a friend?! in a foreign country, he tells 
him it was impossible he should forget him in his prayers, 
unless he should forget the work to which the Lord had ap- 
pointed him. ‘For you,’ says he, ‘who are by the grace of 
God a believer, remember very well the bidding-prayers of 
the Church; how we there pray for all our brethren that 
travel in foreign countries, and for all those that are mustered 
in the camp, and for those that undertake any brave and bold 
thing for the name of the Lord, and for all such as show forth 
any fruits of the Spirit; for all these we make prayers in the 
holy Church.’ And he tells his friend, that he being a person 
singularly eminent, and in all those capacities, as a traveller, 
as a warrior, as a confessor, as a virtuous man, was always re- 
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21 Ep. 241. [al. 185.] (t. 3. part. 2. 
P- 353 ¢-) "EmAabécba 8€ cov é» 
mpocevyais abvyarov’ ef un mpdrepoy 
rou ¢ npov émdabwpeba, cis 8 
érafev nas 6 Kuptos. Méuynoa yap 
wdyTws TOY le aiid Tey éxkAnot- 
aoTikay, motos Sy Ti rod Geovd xa- 
pire’ Ore xal Umép ray év drodnpias 
adedpav Seducba, wai imép rav ey 


rais orparias éf¢ra(opevey, cai trép 
[réy] rappnotalopever 81d 1d Svopa 
Kupiou, kai inép Tey TOUS MyevparTt- 
Kous Kaprrovs emideixvupevar, €y Tj 
ayiq éxeAnoia ras ebyds movovpeba’ 
dy ndavros év rois mAeioow (al. ypd- 
vows] } nai €v rois wat vouifopuev Kal 
Thy ony éurreptsapBaver Oar repud- 
Tra. 
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membered in the public prayers of the Church. He mentions 
no other particulars, because he had no occasion to specify any 
more but what related to this particular man’s case; but we 
need not doubt but that there were many other such petitions 
in the liturgy of the Church of Ceesarea as there were in those 
of Antioch and the African Churches. Csesarius Arelatensis 
also speaks of these bidding-prayers as used in the Gallican 
Churches. For in one of his Homilies?? to the people he ex- 
horts them, ‘that as often as the clergy prayed at the altar, or 
prayer was enjoined by the bidding of the deacon, they should 
bow not only their hearts, but their bodies also. For it was a 
very irregular thing, and unbecoming Christians, that when 
the deacon cried out, Let us bend the knee! the greatest part 
of the people should stand erect like pillars, as he had observed 
them to do in their devotions.’ Here, though we have none of 
the particular petitions, yet there is a plain reference to them, 
and two of the circumstances mentioned, that is, that they 
were to be made kneeling, and by the indiction or direction of 
the deacon. 

4. And in these circumstances they differed from the follow- Of the in- 

ing prayer, made by the bishop or chief minister, which the orton oF 
Greeks called éixAnots, the invocation, and the Latins collecta, lowing the 
the collect, because it was the recollection or recapitulation of BS ceil 
the preceding prayers of the people. As the former prayer 
was said by the deacon and people kneeling, so this was pre- 
sented by the bishop standing. And therefore the deacon was 
used to say Immediately after the former prayer, ‘’Eye:pdpeda, 
Let us rise up, and praying earnestly, let us recommend our- 
selves and one another to the living God by his Christ.’ After 
which, the bishop makes this prayer, as the form runs in the 
Constitutions 23 :-— 


Christianis omnino nec licet nec 


expedit. 
BL. 8. c.11. (Cotel, v. 1. p. 397.) 


Kupee mayroKparop, tore, é ev 


‘A Hom. 
p- 853 b.) 
Becee carissimi, ut quotiescunque 

juxta altare a clericie oratur, aut 


ge Bib]. Max. t. 8. 


o vos et admoneo, 


oratio diacono clamante indicitur, 
non solum corda, sed etiam corpora 
inclinetis. Nam dum frequenter, 
sicut oportet, et diligenter attendo, 
diacono clamante, Flectamus genua! 
maximam partem populi velut co- 
lumnas erectas stare conspicio, quod 


tynAois RATOLKGY, aye éy aylows ava- 
mavdpeve, avapxe, povapxe’ 6 bea 
Xpirrov Knpuypa pesado 8ovs 7, Tpiy 
sis ériyvoow mys ans 8d&ns kai Tob 
dvéparés cou, ov épavépacey 1 nw eis 
rardAn yy" autos Kal vy éride Be 
abrov én rd roipudy gov rovro’ Ka) 
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‘( Lord Almighty and Most High, thou that dwellest in 
the highest, thou Holy One that restest in thy saints, (or holy 
places,) that art without original, the great Monarch of the 
world; who by thy Christ hast caused thy knowledge to be 
preached unto us, to the acknowledgment of thy glory and 
name, which he hath manifested to our understandings: look 
down now by him upon this thy flock, and deliver it from all 
ignorance and wicked works. Grant that it may fear thee, and 
love thee, and tremble before the face of thy glory. Be mer- 
ciful and propitious unto them, and hearken to their prayers ; 
and keep them unchangeable, unblameable, and without re- 
buke; that they may be holy both in body and soul, not hav- 
ing spot or wrinkle or any such thing; but that they may be 
perfect, and none among them deficient or wanting in any re- 
spect. O thou, their Defender, thou Almighty, that regardedst 
not persons, be thou the help of this thy people, whom thou 
hast redeemed with the precious blood of thy Christ. Be thou 
their defence and succour, their refuge and keeper, their im- 
pregnable wall, their bulwark and safety. For no one can 
pluck them out of thy hand. There is no other God like thee : 
in thee is our hope and strong consolation. Sanctify them by 
thy truth: for thy word is truth. Thou that dost nothing out 
of partiality and favour; thou that canst not be deceived, deli- 
ver them from sickness and infirmity, from sin, from all injury 
and fraud, and from the fear of the enemy, from the arrow 
that flieth by day, and the danger that walketh in darkness ; 


Aurpoca abrd mdons dyvoias, kal ro- dpmdcat Suvaras’ ovde dort Geds 
“ee mpafews’ Kai dds pdBep PdBq Hofei- éomep ov érepos® ore va) uP trro- 
ae, kal aydirn a a kal pom) Hpav. “Aylaroy abrovs éy TH 
oréhAco Oar dard mpoodyrou Mien aAnbeig gov, ors 6 Adyos 5 ais GAn- 
Etpenis avrois } yevo, Kal Drewe, 1a nal Ged é ¢orw. “Ampooxdpiore, arapané- 
éarjxoos éy Tais mpooevyais avroy’ yrore, pica avrovs mdons vécou Kal 
ral piragor avrovs ar $, duéu- maons padarias, wavris wapanre 
TOUS, dveykhyrovs" wa dow dys ros, raons émmpeias Kal amrdrns, dnd 
Oepart Kal Wuxi p € éxovres omihov éBou éxSpou, and Bédous WETOPEVOU 
purida 4 rt Tay roovrey” GAN’ iva népas, ard mpaypa parTos ev andres Ssa- 
w dpriot, cal pndels év abrois i mopevopévou’ Kal karafiocoy abrovs 
KodoBes ff abs ‘Apwy?, duvare, tys alavlov ae ms é X, 
dn pocomdAnrre ,yevou dyriAnrrap Yig gov povoyerel, @ Kal 
Tov Aol gov rovrou, bv dfrrydpacas 9 Sernps 7 jpae Oe ov oot Bea ra cat 
Tr? riplp rod Xpicrot cov inate’ Bas, éy' Ayi Tvetpars, viv, nai del, 
™poordrys, esrixoupos, raplas, pudak, al eis ous aimvas trav aldvoy. 
retyos fpupydraroy, paypds, pit 8 *Apny. 
Ae’ Ors dx ris ons xeupos 
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and vouchsafe to bring them to eternal life, which is in Christ, 
thy only-begotten Son, our God and Saviour; by whom be 
glory and worship unto thee in the Holy Ghost, now and for 
ever, world without end. Amen!’ 

This, I conceive, is of the same nature with that prayer 
mentioned by the Council of Laodicea+, as the second of those 
that are said to be made && xpocporjcews: for though the 
Author of the Constitutions distinguishes between the deacon’s 
bidding-prayer and the bishop’s invocation, calling the former 
mpocparnots, and the latter émixAnots; yet they both agreed 
in several things to distinguish them from the silent prayer 
that went before. For, first, they were both pronounced au- 
dibly by the minister, so as the whole congregation might join 
with them, either by making responses to every particular pe- 
tition of the deacon’s prayer, or by saying Amen! at the con- 
clusion of the bishop’s prayer: whereas the silent prayers of 
the people were such as every man said privately by himself, 
and might be very different from one another, and sometimes 
were such as were not fit to be heard, because some men 
abused this opportunity to pray to God for revenge upon their 
enemies. Secondly, both these prayers were made at the call ' 
or admonition of the deacon, and so might have the name of 
apoopaérnots. For he said before the one, Let us fall down 
upon our knees and pray to God! and before the other, Let us 
rise and commend ourselves to God,—napabepeba éavrots TE 
@eo ! Whence also this and all such prayers of the bishop had 
the name of zapaécets, commendations, because they recom- 
mended the people to the mercy and protection of God. As we 
find in one of the canons of the African Code25, which made 
an injunction that no prayers should be used in the Church 
but such as were authorized by a synod, whether they were 
prefaces, or commendations, or imposition of hands, lest any 
prayers contrary to the faith should surreptitiously creep into 


*C.19. See before, s.1. n. 1, 
preceding. 

25 C. 106. [al. 103. ] (t. 2. p.1118 e.) 
“Hpece xai rovro, Sore ras xexupo- 
pévas ev ri ovrdde ixecias, ire olyia 
[al. wrpootucal, efre wapabeces, etre 
ras TIS xelpos emOeoes, ard mayrav 


emiredeio Oat, x.r.A. [Conf. C. Tolet. 
4. c. 12. [al. 13.] (t. 5. p. 1710 b.) 
Componuntur ergo hymni, sicut 
componuntur miss, sive preces, 
vel orationes, sive commendationes, 
sive manus impositiones, &c. Ep. 
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the Church. Where, as by prefaces are meant certain proper 
prayers used at the eucharist; and by imposition of hands, 
prayers made over the penitents or people by way of benedic- 
tion; so by commendations are to be understood partly prayers 
for the catechumens, and partly these prayers of the bishop 
for the people, recommending their persons and prayers and 
concerns to the favour of God. This canon was first made in 
the Council of Milevis26, where what the Greeks call rapadécets 
is by the Latins called commendationes. But the more usual 
name in the Latin Church was collecte, collects, because these 
prayers of the bishop, which in any part of the service followed 
the joint prayers of the deacon and congregation, were both a 
recollection and recommendation of the prayers of the people. 
In this sense Cassian takes the phrase colligere orationem, 
when, speaking of the service in the Egyptian monasteries and 
Eastern Churches, he says, ‘After the psalms they had private 
prayers, which they said partly standing and partly kneeling. 
Which being ended, he that collected the prayer?’ rose up, 
and then they all rose up together with him; none presuming 
to continue longer upon the ground, lest he should seem rather 
‘to pursue his own prayers than go along with him who col- 
lected the prayers, or closed up all with his concluding collect.’ 
Where we may observe, that a collect is taken for the chief 
minister’s prayer at the close of some part of divine service, 
collecting and concluding the people’s preceding devotions. As 
here in Cassian it is the close of the ordinary or daily morning 
service, which was the same as the close of that part of the 
communion-service which immediately comes before the con- 
secration, as has been shown before, in speaking of the daily 
morning service, more fully in another place 2°. 

Parallel to this passage in Cassian is that of Uranius?9, 
where, speaking of one John, bishap of Naples, who died in 


26 C. 12. (t. 2. p. 1840 e.) Placuit 
etiam et illud ut preces, vel oratio- 
nes, seu misse,... sive prefationes, 
sive commendationes, &c. 

27 Vid. Caxsian. Instit. ]. 3. c. 7. 
(p. 19.) Cum autem is, qui oratio- 
nem collecturus est, e terra surrex- 
erit, omnes pariter eriguntur (al. 
surgunt], ita ut nullus.... remorari 


resumat, ne non tam secutus fu- 

isse illius conclusionem, qui precem 

colligit, quam suam celebrasse cre- 
. 13. ch. 10. V. 4. Pp. B54. 

29 Vit. Paulin. (part. x La as 
Populo orationem dedit, et collecta 
oratione spiritum exhalavit. See be- 
fore, 8.1. 0.8. preceding. 
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the celebration of divine service, he says, ‘he gave the signal 
to the people to pray, and then, having summed up their 
prayers in a collect, he yielded up the ghost.’ The Council of 
Agde®° in France made it a standing rule for the Gallican 
Churches, ‘that after all other things were performed in the 
daily course of morning and evening service, the bishop should 
conclude the whole office collecta oratione, with his collect, 
and dismiss the people with his benediction.’ From which it 
appears, that these collects among the Latins were the same 
sort of prayers which the Greeks called émxAjoess and zapa- 
bécets, invocations and commendations, with which the bishop 
concluded the prayers of the deacon and people in each distinct 
part of divine service. As we have seen it in the service of 
the catechumens and penitents, and in the offices for the daily 
morning and evening prayer, and here now in this part of the 
communion-service which goes before the consecration. 

Of which I have nothing more to add, but only a short 
passage of St. Austin>!, who in his Book of the Gift of Perse- 
verance seems plainly to intimate, that it was one petition in 
this prayer, of common use in the African Churches, to pray 
for God’s grace to enable believers to persevere to the end of 
their lives. For, writing of the necessity of grace, to guard 
men against the error of the Pelagians, he puts them in mind 
of the common prayer of the Church, wherein the priest makes 
invocation for the faithful or communicants in these words, 
‘Grant them grace, O Lord, to persevere in thee unto the end.’ 
‘And who is there,’ says he, ‘that, hearing the priest thus 
praying, dares either in word or thought reprehend him, and 
is not rather ready, both with a believing heart and a confess- 
ing mouth, to answer Amen! to such a benediction? It is ob- 
servable here, first, that this prayer has the same name which 
the Greeks gave it in the Eastern Church, The invocation of 


3 C. 30. (t. 4. p. 1388 b.) Et in t.6. (t. 10. p. 855 g-) An quis sacer- 
conclusione matutinarum vel ves- dotem super fideles Dominum invo- 
pertinarum missarum, post hymnos cantem, si quando dixit, Da iliis, 
capitella de Psalmis dici [al. dican- Domine, in te perseverare usque in 
tur], et plebem [al. plebs] collecta finem/ non solum voce ausus est, 
oratione ad vesperam ab episcopo sed saltem cogitatione reprehendere, 
cum benedictione dimitti [al. dimit- ac non potius super ejus talem be- 
tatur]. nedictionem et corde credente et ore 
31 De Dono Perseverantiz, c. 23. confitente respondit, Amen / 
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the bishop or priest over the faithful. And therefore, secondly, 
that it was a part of the communion-service, where such prayers 
were,only made. Thirdly, that it was not the deacon’s bid- 
ding-prayer, which had the people’s responses to every par- 
ticular petition, but a prayer to which, in the end, they only 
answered Amen! Fourthly, that it was a direct invocation of 
God, by way of benediction, such as the bishop used to make, 
and not an exhortation to pray, which was the office of the 
deacon. Fifthly, that the petition in substance is the same 
with that of the bishop’s prayer in the Constitutions, ‘ Keep 
them unchangeable, unblameable, and without rebuke; that 
they may be perfect both in body and soul, not having spot or 
wrinkle, or any such thing, but that they may be perfect, and 
none among them be found wanting in any respect.’ All which 
circumstances make it highly probable that this prayer, re- 
ferred to by St. Austin, was the very prayer we are speaking 
of as used in the close of the first part of the communion- 
service in the African Churches. These are the footsteps by 
which we are to trace the practice of the ancient Church in 
that part of her devotions which was appropriated to the com- 
municants or believers only, in the entrance of the communion- 
service, and which answers to ‘the Prayer for the whole state 
of Christ’s Church militant here upon earth,’ in the beginning 
of our communion-service. 


CHAP. II. 


Of the oblations of the people, and other things introductory 
to the consecration of the eucharist. 


Ofthecus- 1. THe next part of this service was the great thankagiving 

Mera ob- and the consecration of the elements of bread and wine for the 

which the eucharist. With respect to which, because they were generally 

poopie taken out of the oblations which the people made at the altar, 

the altar: it will be necessary to give some account of them, and of the 
elements of bread and wine taken out of them. 

It was an ancient custom, derived from apostolical practice, for 

all communicants, that were of ability, to make their oblations of 

bread and wine, and sometimes other things, at the altar; out of 


32 See n. 23, preceding. 
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which both the elements were taken, and a common feast was 
made for the poor. This the Apostle plainly refers to in that 
reproof which he gives the Corinthians for their excess : (1 Cor. 
11, 21.) “In eating every one taketh before others his own 
supper, and one is hungry, and another is drunken.” Justin 
Martyr*8 takes notice of these oblations, saying, ‘They that 
are wealthy, and they that are willing, give according as they 
are disposed ; and what is collected is deposited with the bishop, 
who out of it relieves the orphans and widows, and those that 
are in sickness, or in want, or in bonds, and strangers, and 
travellers: in a word, he is the curator of all that are in need.’ 
Tertullian *+ gives the like account of this practice in his time, 
only he distinguishes between the weekly and the monthly 
collection. ‘Every one,’ says he, ‘ offers a small alms monthly, 
or when he will, and as he will, and as he can; for no one is 
compelled, but makes a voluntary collation. This is our bank 
for piety. For it is not expended in feasting and drinking, 
and abusive excesses, but in feeding and burying the poor, in 
providing for orphans that are bereft of their parents, and 
aged people, and such as suffer shipwreck, or languish in the 
mines, or in banishment, or in prison. Only one part of it,’ 
he adds, ‘was spent upon a sober feast of charity, where the 
poor had a right to feed as well as the rich.’ St. Cyprian®> 
also speaks of this when he asks a rich woman, ‘ How she could 
think she celebrated the Lord’s supper, who had no respect to 
the corban; or how she could come into the Lord’s house 
without a sacrifice, and eat part of the sacrifice which the poor 


38 Apol. 2. (p. 98. lin. ult.) Of et- 
wopourres S¢€ xal Bouddpevos xara 
mpoaipeoty exagros ri» éavrov § Bov- 
Aeras bi8wor" Kal rd ovdAAeydpevoy 
wapa rp mpoeotwars aroribera, xat 
atrés emxoupet dppavois re xal yi- 
pass, xal rois dia vécov, A 80 Any 
alriay Nevrropévos, nai rois dv Secpois 
ovat, kal rois mapemiOnpos ovos E¢- 
vos, kai awdas mace rois éy xpeig 
overs Kndepdy yiveras. 

4 Apol. c. 39. (p. 31 b.) Modicam 
upusquisque stipem menstrua die, 
vel quum velit, et si modo velit, et 
si modo possit, apponit: nam nemo 
compellitur, sed sponte confert. Heec 
quasi deposita pietatis sunt. Nam 


inde non epulis, nec potaculis, nec 
ingratis voratrinis dispensatur, sed 
egenis alendis humandisque, et pue- 
ris ac puellis re ac parentibus desti- 
tutis, jamque domesticis senibus, 
item naufragis: et si qui metallis, 
et si qui in insulis vel in custodiis, 
dumtaxat ex causa Dei sectse, alumni 
confessionis suz fiunt. 

85 De pa et Eleemos. p. 203. 
(p. 141.) uples et dives es, et 

minicum celebrare te credis, que 
corbonam omnino non respicis; quz 
in Dominicum sine sacrificio venis ; 
quee m de sacrificio, quod pau- 
per obtulit, sumis? 
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had offered?’ Parallel to which is that of St. Austin‘, ‘that 
a man of ability ought to be ashamed to communicate of an- 
other man’s oblation ;’ and therefore he exhorts every one to 
bring their own oblations to be consecrated at the altar. 
ae per- 2. There was a very near alliance and great affinity between 
allowed to’ these oblations and that of the eucharist ; and therefore as they 
mavesem, had the same common name of oblation and sacrifice, 0 in 
not. many respects the same rules were observed about them. As, 
first, that none but actual communicants should have the privi- 
lege to offer them. For in those days it was a privilege to be 
allowed to make their oblations, and a sort of lesser excommu- 
nication to be debarred from it. They would not receive the 
oblations of persons that were at enmity or variance with their 
brethren?5, neither at the altar, nor into the treasury. And 
this, as Optatus%¢ tells us, was grounded upon that rule of our 
Saviour, that no men’s gifts should be offered at the altar, but 
those that were seasoned with peace and reconciliation with 
their brethren. “If thou bring thy gift to the altar, and there 
rememberest that thy brother hath ought against thee; leave 
there thy gift before the altar, and go thy way ; first be reconciled 
to thy brother, and then come and offer thy gift.” (Matth. 5, 
23.) For the same reason they refused the oblations of noted 
and known oppressors of the poor, as appears from another 
canon of the [same] Council of Carthage®’; with which agrees 
the rule in the Constitutions ®*, that they should not receive the 
gifts of a thief or an harlot. Which is repeated again ®9 with 


84 Serm.215. de Temp. [al.Serm. jo» défovrai wore, olo» Apmayos, ff 
265. append. ] (t.5. append. p.436f.) mdépmpe. 
Oblationes, quz in altario conse- % L.4. c. 6. (ibid. p. 294.) Xpr) de 
crentur, offerte: erubescere debet dy éricxoroy eldévat, rivoy dpeires 
homo idoneus, si de aliena oblatione é8¢xyeoOat xaprodopias, cai rivwy ovn 
communicaverit. opeines. DudAaxraio: yap atr@ mpos 
85 Vid. C. Carth. 4. c. 93. (t. 2. 8d xadmnro, Ov dixatwbnoerat yap 
. 1207 b.) Oblationes dissidentium sxdmmAos mepi apaprias’ wept atray 
trum, neque in eacrario, neque in ydp mov kal ‘Hoaias, ovedi{ay roy 
gazophylacio recipiantur. Iopanr, freyev, Ol xawndoi cov pic- 
36 L. 6. p. 93. (p.111.) Altaria, youvor rév i veart. Peveraio F 
in quibus fraternitatis munera non avr@ xal mépvor, OU mpocoivas yap 
jussit Salvator poni, nisi que essent r@ Kupip picOwpa mépyns’ nai Gp- 
de pace condita, mayes, kai ray dAdoTpiwy emOvpyral, 
3/ C. 94. (t.2. p.1207 b.) Eorum, «at potyoi’ BdeXuxral yap al rovrey 
qui pauperes opprimunt, dona a sa- Guciat rapa Oe. "ADAG kal of exOXi- 
cerdotibus refutanda. Boyres ynpay, xal Spthavoy xaraduva- 
38 L. 3. c. 8. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 281.) orevovres, xal rds dudaxds mAnpouy- 
Obre yap oi lepets rocavrns éxovotac- tes dvatriov, Kat Trois €avréy oixé- 
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an addition of many other such like criminals. ‘ A bishop must 
know whose gifts he ought to receive, and whose not. He 
shall not receive the gifts of fraudulent hucksters, xdandAou, for 
an huckster*° shall not be freed from sin. And Esaias 4} 
speaks of these when he upbraids Israel, saying, Thy huck- 
sters mix wine with water. So the Septuagint‘? reads it. 
‘ Neither shall he receive the oblations of whoremongers: for 
Thou shalt not offer to the Lord the hire of a whore. (Deut. 
23,18.) Nor the oblations of covetous and adulterers: for the 
sacrifices of such are abomination to the Lord. Nor the obla- 
tions of such as afflict the widow and oppress the fatherless 
by their power, and fill the prisons with innocent persons, and 
evil intreat their servants with stripes, famine, and hard 
bondage; and lay waste whole cities: all such are to be 
rejected, and their offerings are abominable. He shall also 


.refuse all corrupters, and lawyers that plead for injustice, and 


makers of idols and thieves, and unrighteous publicans, and 
those that use frauds in weight or measure; all soldiers that 
are false accusers, and not content with their wages, but oppress 
the poor; all murderers and hanginen, and unrighteous judges, 
drunkards, blasphemers, and abusers of themselves with man- 
kind; all usurers, and in a word, every wicked man that lives 
in rebellion against the will of God.’ 

St. Chrysostom ‘3 particularly inveighing against oppressors, 


Tats Tovnpes ypwoyevot, mAnNyais i 
kal Aiu@ xal xaxodovXia, Pde Be 
Oras Avpadpevos' i eater éorwody 
ga, & énioxone, xal al rovray mpoo- 
pai puoapat. Tapairnon de xai pa- 
toupyovs, xal pyropas ddiuxig ouva- 
yeov{onevous, cal eidmdoroods, xad 
kXerras, Kal reddvas ddixous, Kat 
{vyoxpovoras, xal Sodopeérpas’ cal 
oTpariarny ouxodparrny, un dpKxov- 
pevoy tois cYyrewviois, dAAd rovs 7évn- 
ras dtaceiovra’ Govéa re xai Snpuoy, 
kal Oixdotny mapdvopoy, mpayparoy 
dvarporéa, avOpdoray ériBoudoy, p1.0- 
pay épyarny, pébvcory, BAdodnpor, 
xivadsoy, roxoyAupoy’ Kai rdyra éyriv- 
ovy trovnpdy, Kal TH yvdpy Tov Oecd 
Stayaydpevoy. 
4# Ecclesiasticus, 26. v. 29. [Ac- 
cording to the Authorized Version : 


A merchant shall hardly keep himself 
doing wrong; and a huckster 

shall not be ‘Shar from sin. — Ac- 
cording to the Septuagint: MdaAcs 
e€edetrat (al. é£acpetrat] fusopos ard 
mAnuperclas, cat ov SixarwOnoerat 
xdim\os ard apaprias. Ep. | 

41 (Ch. 1. v. 22. According to the 
Authorized Version: Thy silver ts 
become dross, thy wine mixed with 
water. Ep. | 

42 [As cited by the Author of the 
Constitutions. Thy wine seems the 
exact rendering of the Hebrew 
JI, from yap, ingurgitavit se, 
mero se obruit. The Vulgate also 
reads Vinum tuum. Ep.} 

43 Hom.86. al.87. [Ben.85. ee! 
in Matth. p. 722. (t. 7. p. 808 a. 


*Axovoare, dco. and hdvov Soxeire 
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who offered alms out of what they had violently taken from 
others, says elegantly, ‘that God will not have his altar 
covered with tears: Christ will not be fed with robbery ; such 
sort of sustenance is most ungrateful to him ; it is an affront to 
the Lord to offer unclean things to him. He had rather be 
neglected and perish by famine, in his poor members, than live 
by such oblations. The one indeed is cruelty, but the other is 
both cruelty and an affront. It is better to give nothing than 
to give that which is the property of others.’ 

What the Author of the Constitutions observes of idol- 
makers is confirmed by Tertullian‘*, who wrote his whole 
Book of Idolatry in a manner against them, where among 
many other things he says, they that followed that trade were 
not to be admitted into the house of God. And it is very 
remarkable what St. Ambrose told Valentinian ‘>, when he was 
about to restore the Heathen altars at the intercession of Sym- 
machus, that if he so far contributed toward the re-settlement 
of idolatry, the Church would no longer receive, his oblations. 
‘What will you answer,’ says he, ‘to the priest, when he shall 
say unto you, the Church requires not your gifts, because you 
have adorned the temples of the Heathen with your gifts? The 
altar of Christ refuses your oblations, because you have erected 
an altar to the idol-gods.’ By which it is plain they rejected 


XV. i. 





evrratias wrovety, kal Trinny AapSdvorres 
yay avOpwrev’ "lovdaixal abra: ai 
€Xenpootva, paddAovy 8€ Zaramxai. 
Eici yap xat viv, eloly, of pupiwy éré- 
per apird{oyres tmép rou mayrds arro- 
oyeioOa vopifovar, dy déxa ypvai- 
vous, ) éxarov xataBdAwo rept dy 
xal 6 [popyrns pyol, ’'Exadvrrere 
exddvrrov Morel. et quidam MSS. 

ev daxpvot Td Ovowacrnpidy pov. Ov 
Bovrera: Xpiords mreoveEig rpepe- 
oOa, ov déxerat ruvrny riy rpopny’ 
ti rév Acondrny tBpi{es axadapra 
mpocaywr aire; Béedriov Ay ryKd- 
pevoy treptopay, f rpépew amd rovov- 
Tov’ éxeivo apov, rovro [Kal dpov] 
cai uBpiorov’ BéArioy prdey Sovvas, 
i) ra DA érépos.— Hom. 72. [Be- 
ned. 73. al. 72.) in Ioan. p. 466. (t. 
8. p. 432 €.) EAennoovvas yap non, 
nat tioreow avoxabaiporra: duapriat’ 
€Xenpoouvny Se ov Thy e€ ddixias 
A€yw" rovro yap ode eAenpoovn, 


GAN’ d@pdrns cai anavOpwmia’® ri 
Sheros éxdvoa Seapon bal sass 
€repoy; amd yap olkrov rov mpdypa- 
ros dpyecOa Sei. ae Epiphan. 
Expos. Fid. n. 24. (t. 1. p. 1107 b.) 
.... I poodopas AapBaver [4 éxxAn- 
cia) mapa ray ovx ddixovvrwy, ovdé 
mapavopouvrey, GAdAd Sixaiws Biovy- 
rov. Ep. 

44 De Idolol. c. 5. (p. 87 ¢.)... 
Respondebimus ad excusationes hu- 
jusmodi artificum, quos nunquam in 
domum Dei admitti oportet, si quis 
eam disciplinam norit. 

45 Ep. 30. [al.17.] ad Valentin. (t. 
2. p. 827 a. n. 14.) Quid responde- 
bis sacerdoti dicenti tibi, Munera 
tua non quzrit ecclesia, quia tem- 
pla Gentilium muneribus adornasti? 
Ara Christi dona tua respult, quia 
[al. quoniam] aram simulacris fe- 
cisti. 
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the oblations not only of professed idolaters, but all such as 
were abettors of them, or any ways instrumental in giving aid 
or encouragement to idolatrous practices. 

Again, it was a standing rule among them not to admit the 
oblations of those, who, having a right to communicate, would 
not stay to participate of the communion. This is expressly 
ordered by the Council of Eliberis 46; and the rule extended 
further to all those that for any crime or heresy were excluded 
from communion by the discipline of the Church, or were not 
in full communion with her. Such as all excommunicate per- 
sons, all catechumens, penitents, energumens, and strangers 
that travelled without commendatory letters, and such of the 
clergy as for some lesser offences were reduced to the com- 
munion of strangers. For, as Albaspineus notes rightly upon 
that canon, all these were in some measure non-communi- 
cants, as not being in the perfect and full communion of the 
Church. 

The energumens are particularly specified in the next 
canon‘? of that Council, as persons whose oblations should not 
be received, nor their names mentioned at the altar, whilst 
they were actually under the agitation of an evil spirit. And 
all penitents, whilst they were under discipline, were in the 
same class ; only they had this privilege, that if they chanced 
to die suddenly, whilst they were doing penance, and were 
desirous to be reconciled, by some canons‘® their oblations 
were allowed to be received after death, as a testimony of 


“CC. 28. (t. 1. p. 973 ©.) Epi- 
scopos ab eo placuit, qui non com- 
municat, munera accipere non de- 


re. 

47 C. 29. (ibid.) Energumenus, qui 
[ab] erratico spiritu exagitatur, hu- 
bee nomen neque ad altare cuin ob- 

tione recitandum, neque permit- 
tendum ut sua manu in ecclesia 
ministret. 

48 Vid. C. Arelatens. 2. c. 12. (t. 
4- p- 1012 d.) De his, qui in poeni- 
tentia positi vita excesserunt, placuit 
nullum communione vacuum debere 
dimitti; sed pro eo, quod honoravit 
peenitentiam, oblatio Wius suscipia- 
tur.—C. Vasens. 1. ial. a.] ¢. 2. 
(t. 3. p. 1487 b.) Pro his, qui, pa- 


nitentia accepta, in bona vite cursu 
satisfactoria compunctione viventes, 
sine communione inopinato non- 
nunquam transitu, in agris aut iti- 
neribus preveniuntur, oblationem 
recipiendam, &c.—C. Tolet. 11. c.: 
12. (t.6. p. 553.) De his autem, qui 
accepta peenitentia, antequam recon- 
cilientur, ab hac vita recesserint; 

uanquam diversitas preceptorum 

e hoc capitulo habeatur, illorum 
tamen nos sententias placuit sequi, 
qui multiplices numero de hujus- 
modi humanius decreverunt; ut et 
memoria talium in ecclesiis commen- 
detur, et oblatio pro eorum dedicata 
spiritibus accipiatur. 
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their reconciliation and admission into the communion of the 
Church again: except they were of that sort of penitents to 
whom the Church thought fit, in the severity of her discipline, 
to deny all external communion at the hour of death ; of which 
there are many instances in the Councils of Sardica, Eliberis, 
and others: for then their oblations were not received either 
living or dying: or else, when they had been so careless as not 
to desire reconciliation at the hour of death; in which case, as 
Pope Leo4® says, ‘ their cause was reserved to the judgment 
of God, in whose hand it was that their life was not prolonged 
till they could have the remedy of communion.’ As to the 
Church, ‘she did not communicate with those after death, with 
whom she did not communicate when they were alive.’ 

Nay, sometimes they would not receive the oblations of 
those that died in their communion, if their last act happened 
to have any thing irregular in it. As appears from a case in 
Cyprian 5°, who tells us, that it had been determined by an 
African synod that no one should appoint any of God’s ministers 
a curator or guardian by his will, because they were to give 
themselves to supplications and prayer, and to attend only 
upon the sacrifice and service of the altar: and therefore, 
when one Geminius Victor had made Geminius Faustinus, a 
presbyter of the Church of Furni, guardian or trustee by his 
last will and testament, Cyprian wrote to the Church of Furni, 
‘that they should make no oblation for him, nor name him in 
the sacrifice of the altar.’ But in after-ages this piece of disci- 
pline was a little moderated in France: for by a canon of the 
second Council of Orleans>! it was ordered, ‘that if any one 
died in the communion of the Church, his oblation should be 
received, though he happened to be slain in some fault, pro- 
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49 Ep. 92. ad Rusticum, c. 6. (t. 
3 p. 1407 b.) Horum causa Dei ju- 
iclo reservanda est, in cujus manu 
fuit, ut talium obitus non usque ad 
communionis remedium differretur. 
Nos autem, quibus viventibus non 
communicavimus, mortuis commu- 
nicare Non possumus. 

50 Ep. 66. [al. t] ad Cler. Furni- 
tan. p. 3: (p. 170.) Ideo Victor cum, 
contra formam nuper-in Concilio a 
sacerdotibus datam,Geminium Faus- 


tinum presbyterum ausus sit tuto- 
rem constituere, non est quod pro 
dormitione ejus apud vos fiat oblatio, 
aut deprecatio aliqua nomine ejus in 
ecclesia frequentetur. 

61 C.14. [al. 15.] (t. 4. p. 1782 a.) 
Oblationem defanctorum, qui in ali- 
quo crimine fuerint interempti, re- 
cipi debere censemus, si tamen non 
ipsi sibi mortem probentur propriis 
manibus intulisse. 
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vided he had not laid violent hands upon himself.’ But this 
privilege was not allowed the catechumens that died without 
baptism, because they never were perfectly in the communion 
of the Church. Therefore Chrysostom? says, no mention was 
ever made of them after death in the prayers of the Church, 
as was usual for believers, in the oblation or sacrifice of the 
altar: ‘the only thing that could be done for such was to 
give private alms to the poor.’ If they had not the benefit of 
baptism, they were to be buried as persons who laid violent 
hands upon themselves, or fell by the arm of justice >®, without 
any solemnity of burial or commemoration at the altar. In 
short, the oblations of all persons who were not in actual or 
full communion with the Church were absolutely rejected : 
and therefore those penitents who had gone through all 
the stages of discipline, and were now allowed to stay and 
hear the prayers with the rest of the faithful, were not yet 
allowed to make any oblations, as being not yet fully recon- 
ciled to the communion of the altar. Upon this account 
the ancient Canons ‘ style them xowwvoivras xwpls spoopopas, 
such as communicated in prayers only, without any oblation. 
But this was more precisely observed in the beginning of 
their censures: for if a great delinquent, an heretic or 
other excommunicate person, would have given his whole 
estate to the Church, in such a case they would not accept his 
oblation. 

There goes an Epistle under the name of St. Austin to Count 


aw of morol, xai érra @rn vrore- 
gouvrat’ bv0 b€ érn yapis rpoodopas 
Koworngovet TH Lag ray mpocwevyay. 
—C. Ancyr. c.4. (t.1. p. 1457 ¢-) 
mapedOdyrav’ of 8€ xarnxoupevor ovde Llept ray mpds Biay Ovadvrayv .. . €0- 
ravrys karaftovvrat THs wmapapvblas, fev évavroy axpoacGa, imomeceiy 8é 
GANA aGrecrépnvra mdons THs Towav- pia Eryn, edvyns 8é pdens Kowwornoa 
ms BonGelas, wAny judas rivds’ moias in dvo, xat rére €AOeiv én) 1d TéXeLov. 
8€ rairns; eveort rEmnow Unépaitravy —C.5. (ibid. d.) Ei éerAnpwcay roy 
&:8dvas. Tis tronracens TpLerh xpovoy, xwpis 

63 Vid. C. Bracar.1. c. 35. [al. smpoodopas d¢xOnrwcay’ ei 8¢ wn épa- 
Bracar. 2. c. 17.] (t. 5. p. 841 €.) you, dv0 dronerdvres ern, TH rpitw 
Catechumenis sine redemptione bap- xowwvnodrwcay ywpis mpoopopas.— 


62 Hom. 3. in Phil. p.1225. (t.11. 
p- 217 f.) ... Has ob dvowmnooper 
Umep TrovTey Tov Gedy mapaxadovrres ; 
GAAG TovTo pev epi Tov Ev TioTE 


tismi defunctis, simili modo, non ob- 
lationis sanctz commemoratio, ne- 
que psallendi impendatur officium. 
64 Vid. C. Niceen. c. 11. (t. 2. p. 
33 d.) “Oca: od» yuncios perapedov- 
tat, Tpla rn ev akpowpévots Trotnoou- 


C. 8. (ibid. p. 1460 c.) Oi 8€ 8evre- 
pow xai tpiroy Ovcavres pera Bias, 
rerpaeriay tromecérwoay, dvo b¢ érn 
xepis mpoodopas sy at chelated 
kal rq €Bddu@ redeiws dexOnrwcay. 
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Boniface>>, wherein he tells him, ‘he had forbidden all his 
clergy to accept the oblation of his house, and interdicted him 
all communion, till he had done penance for a certain bold 
attempt, and offered to God first the sacrifice of an humble 
and contrite heart for his error.’ The epistle probably is not 
St. Austin’s, but it contains nothing disagreeable to the disci- 
pline of those times, when the greatest gift would not be ac- 
cepted from an emperor, if he were an heretic, or under the 
censure of excommunication. As it is clear, not only from 
what has been observed [just] before out of St. Ambrose’s 
Epistle to Valentinian, but from what Gregory Nazianzen 56 
says of St. Basil, that he refused the oblations of the Emperor 
Valens, ‘because he was a professed enemy of the divinity of 
Christ, and a furious defender of the Arian heresy.’ So Libe- 
rius refused the offering of Eusebius, the Arian statesman 
under Constantius, as we are told by Athanasius*’” and Theo- 
doret**, who report the story with all its circumstances in this 
manner. ‘ When Constantius drove Liberius into banishment 
because he would not subscribe the condemnation of Athana- 
sius with the Nicene faith, he sent him five hundred shillings 
(dAoxorlvovs) to bear his charges. But Liberius bid the mes- 
senger that brought them return them to the emperor, for his 














56 Ep. 6. [al. 187.] ad Bonifac. 
t.2. append. £3 c.) Oblatio vero 
omus tus a cis ne suscipiatur, 

indixi, communionemque tibi inter- 
dico, donec ... pro hoc facto corde 
contrito et humiliato dignum offeras 
sacrificium Deo. 

56 Orat. 20. de Laud. Basil. (t. 1. 
P- 351 C.) "Emel 8¢ ra Sapa rH Oelg 
sparen mpoceveyxety ee, Sy avrovp- 

s hv, cuverreAdBero 8 obdeis, Sosrep 
y €os, ddnrov by, ef mpooncerat, 

TyMKavta Td wabos yvwpifera, K.T.Xr. 

57 Ep. ad Solitar. Vit. Agent. p. 
832. (t.1. part. 1. p. 288 d. n. 35.) 
Kaxeitvos rayéws mpoodoxnoas dia 
A:Bepiou wdyras Axe mpds éavrdy, 
ypape, xal rréure: omddovra EvaeSidy 
Tiva Kaovpevoy perd ypayydrey Kal 
ddépoy, iva rois pév Sdpors Kohaxevon, 
rots 8€ ypdupacw areAnop. ... Elra 
érvdecvis Ta : apa, sup ate cai 

€tp@y yarero Néyov, Ie + Sact- 
Nei nal rabra dba, ''O Bé érloxowos 


dove weiOoy edidacke, k. rT. A. 

L. 2. c. 16. (v. 3. p.95- 15-)..- 
‘O Baawevs ... erAnOevros Aepiov 
cal py perareOéyros rov Aoyiopov, 
elev éLopioOrnvas els ri Bepoiay ris 
Opdens’ éxBayros ABepiouv, 6 Baci- 
Aevs améoreXe mevraxogious Sdoxori- 
vous aur@ els Samdvas’ A:Béptos Se 
etre rp Kopioayrs, “AsredOe, dds avra 
r@ Bacwet’ xpeiay ydp exe: Sovwvas 
Trois oTpariarats v. ‘Opoiews xai 
9 Baoitooa emepyev atte ra aira’ 
AiBépios eltrev, Amddos ara rg Bact- 
Aci’ ypeiay yap abrap exec eis THY Tey 
orparay é£odiacw. "Edy d€ p17) xpeiay 
éxn 5 Bactdeds, déro avra rH Adfev- 
rip kal "Emterire’ xpeiay yap Exovar 
rourwoy. ‘Os 8 rap avréy ov« éda- 
Bev, EvoéBuos 6 etvovxos mpoodpepes 
aire érépous’ AiBépwos 8é elwev aire, 
Tas éxxAnoias ris olxovpérms npnuw- 
cas, xal as caabts eAenpoovwny pot 
mpoodepes’ adredGe, mpa@rov yevot 
Xpeoriavds. 
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soldiers had more need of them. The empress also sent him 
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the same sum, which he returned to the emperor with a like 
answer, that he might keep them for his own expeditions. 
Last of all, when he had refused both the former, Eusebius the 
eunuch was sent to make him another offer. To whom Libe- 
rius replied, Thou hast harassed and laid waste the Churches 
over all the world, and dost thou now offer me an alms as a 
condemned criminal? But go thou first, and learn to become 
a Christian.’ It is no less remarkable what Tertullian®9 tells 
us of the Church’s treatment of Marcion, the heretic, when he 
was excommunicated with Valentinus for his heresy : ‘They 
cast him out with his two hundred sestertia, which he had 
brought into the Church.’ They were so far from receiving 
the gifts of such men, that they rejected them with scorn, as 
St. Peter did Simon Magus: “Thy money perish with thee !” 
[Acts 8, 20.] or as Abraham rejected the gifts of the king 
of Sodom, saying, “I will not take from a thread to a shoe- 
Jatchet; I will not take any thing that is thine, lest thou 
shouldest say, I have made Abraham rich.” [Gen. 14, 23.] 

$. And as they thus made a distinction in the persons of what obla- 
whom they received, so, secondly, they made a distinctiqn in hagas 
the oblations themselves which were to be received. For the at the altar, 
most ancient custom was only to offer such things at the altar *nd what 
as were proper for the service of the altar. To this purpose 
there are several canons among those called the Apostolical 
Canons. One® says, ‘ No bishop or presbyter under pain of 
deposition shall offer any thing in the sacrifice on the altar 
contrary to the Lord’s command, as honey, milk, or strong 
beer instead of wine, or birds, or living creatures, excepting 
only the first-fruits of corn and grapes in their proper season.’ 
Another ©! forbids any thing to be brought to the altar ‘ besides 
oil for the lamps, and incense in the time of the oblation.’ 


59 De Preescript. c. 30. (p. 212 ¢.) deura, fh Spves, (ad ria, fh Sompia, 
. Semel et iterum ejecti: Marcion os rapa ri dudrafiy, ee arece: 


quidem cum ducentis sestertiis, que § §! C. 4. (Cotel. ibid.). . 
ecclesise intulerat. [re Kapp To Séorre, eS y veo xi- 
© C.3. (Cotel. (c.2.] v.1. p.437-) Spa, ) ordxvas cirov, 4 oraduiijs, 


Ei ns érigKoros, 4 mpeaBurepos mapa py éfdy €orw mpocayerbail re 1, posers 
THY TOU Kupiou Svard£cv, ry ém Ty Guoacripiov, cai €datoy els ry d ayiay 
dvaig, mpoceveyky érepd tiva él rd Auxyviay, Kai ees To Kaip@ Tis 
Tov Geot Ovoracrnpioy, 4} dt, 9} Oeias dvadopa 

ydAa, # dyri olvov cixepa, 4 pu 


BINGHAM, VOL. Y. R 


242 The oblations XV. fi. 


And a third® orders ‘all other first-fruits to be carried home 
to the bishop and presbyters, to be divided between them and 
the deacons and the rest of the clergy.’ Some of the African 
Canons are to the same purpose. The third Council of Car- 
thage ® orders, ‘ that in the sacraments of the body and blood 
of the Lord, nothing else be offered but what the Lord com- 
manded, that is, bread, and wine mingled with water. Nor in 
the oblation of first-fruits any thing more be offered but only 
grapes and corn.’ The Collections of African Canons, both 
Greek and Latin, give us this canon a little more at large in 
these words: ‘Nothing shall be offered in the sacraments of 
the body and blood of the Lord, but what the Lord himself 
commanded, that is, bread, and wine mingled with water. 
But the first-fruits, and honey and milk, which is offered on 
one most solemn day for the mystery of infants, though they 
be offered at the altar, shall have their own peculiar benedic- 
tion, that they may be distinguished from the sacrament of the 
body and blood of the Lord. Neither shall any first-fruits be 
offered, but only of grapes and corn.’ 

Here we see, milk and honey was only to be offered on one 
solemn day, that is, on the great Sabbath, or Saturday before 
Easter, which was the most solemn time of baptism; and that 





62 C. 5. (Cotel. [c.2.] ibid.) ‘H 
8¢ DAn vaca crdpa els olkov dro- 
oredXécOw drapx?) te émioxér@ Kad 
rots mpeoBurépos, GdAd py) mpds Td 
@vovacrnpiov’ Sndrov 8¢, ds 6 ériano- 
wos kal of mpeoBurepa emipepifovor 
kal rots d:raxdvos nal rois docmois 
xAnpixois.—Conf. C. Eliber. 49. (t. 
1. p.976 a.) Admoneri placuit pos- 
sessiones, &c. 

63 C. 24. (t.2. p. 1170 e.) Ut in 
sacramentis corporis et sanguinis 
Domini nihil amplius offeratur quam 
ipse Dominus tradidit, hoc est, panis 
et vinum aqua mixtum. Nec am- 
plius in sacrificiis (al. in primitiis] 
offeratur, quam de uvis et frumentis. 

#4 C. Afric. c.4. ap. Crabb. (t.1. p. 
503.) Ut in sacramentis corporis et 
sanguinis Domini nihil amplius of- 
feratur, quam quod ipse Dominus tra- 
didit, hoc est, panis et vinum aqua 
mixtum. Primitie vero, seu mel et 
lac, quod uno die solennissimo in in- 


fantum mysterio solet offerri, quam-~- 
vis in altari offerrantur, suam tamen 
propriam habeant benedictionem, ut 
a sacramento Dominici corporis et 
sunguinis distinguantur. Nec am- 
plius in primitiis offeratur, quam de 
uvis et frumentis.—Conf. Cod. Ec- 
cles. Afric. c. 37. ap. Justell. Bib- 
lioth. Jur. Canon. [ap. Labb. (CC. 
t.2. p. 1067 e.) “Iva ev rois aylos 

déy wreoy Tov ceparos Kal rov 
aizaros roU Kupiov mpocevexGein, ws 
cal atrds 6 Kupios mape8wxe’ rovr’ 
€orw dprov cal otvov vears peptype- 
vou’ amapy? 8€ eire péds, elre pdAa, 
ds elwbe, mpoodepécbe cv pid nuépg 
€Bipw eis rd tay yyriay puoTnptor 
el rat ra pddsora yada év Gvoworn- 
pip mpoohepera, Gums idiay éyérm 
Kupios evAoyiay, OS €K TOU oh pa! TOS 
rou Kuptaxov owparos kal aiparos 
dicracba pydev d¢ mr€or ev rais 
drapxais mpoodpeptcbm, } and ora- 
dvAray xal girov. Ep.] 
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for the mystery of infants, that is, persons newly baptized, 
who were commonly called tnfants, in a mystical sense from 
their new birth, in the African Church: for it was usual to 
give them a taste of honey and milk immediately after bap- 
tism, as has been shown in a former Book®; and upon that 
account an oblation of honey and milk is here allowed to be 
made for this mystery of infants, which was to be offered and 
consecrated with a peculiar benediction, that it might not be 
thought to come in the room of the eucharist. And no other 
first-fruits are allowed to be offered at the altar but only 
grapes and corn, as being the materials of bread and wine, 
out of which the eucharist was taken. In the time of the 
Council of Trullo®, the offering of milk and honey at the altar 
was universally forbidden. But the oblation of the first-fruits 
of grapes was still allowed: only whereas a corrupt custom 
prevailed in some places to join them in the same sacrifice with 
the eucharist, and distribute them together with it to the 
people, the rule of the African Code is revived, and orders 
given®’, ‘that they shall have a distinct consecration, and a 
distinct distribution, if the people were desirous to eat their 
first-fruits in the church.’ In the mean time we may observe, 
that in other Churches, not only the first-fruits of grapes and 
corn, but all other things which the people were voluntarily 
disposed to offer, whether money or the like gifts, were re- 
ceived at the altar. For, in France, the first Council of 
Orleans ®® made it a rule, ‘that of such oblations one moiety 


65 B. 12. ch. 4. 8.6. v. 4. p. 241. 

6 C. 57. (t. 6. p. 1167 €.) “Ore ob 
xp €v Tois Evovacrnpios péds nal 
yada mporéeper Oa. 

67 C28. (ibid. p. 1154 €.) "Emedy 
éy Scaddpors éxxAnoias pepabyxaper, 
orapuains ev rp Guovacrnpig rpoope- 
ponerns Kata Tt kparncay €Oos, rovs 

etroupyous TavTny TH dvataxr@ THs 
spoopopas Oucig wuvamrorras, ovres 
dua rep Aag@ dcavepew duddrepa, cvry- 
eidopev, as pyxért rovrd tiva Tov 
iepwpévey soeiw’ GX’ els (worolnow 
ral Guapriay ddeoww tp Aag THs mpoc- 
gopas pdévns peradiddvas’ ws amap- 
xny 8é ray THs orapuans Aoy:(opevaus 
wpocevegtv, ldixas Tous lepeis evdo- 

Uvras Trois airover ravrns peradt- 

t xpos thy rou Sorjpos Tay Kap- 


Tay evyaptoriay. 

6 C. 16. [al.14.] (t.4. p. 1407 b.) 
Antiquos canones relegentes, priora 
statuta credimus [al. credidimus] 
renovanda, ut de his, que in altario 
oblatione fidelium conteruntur, me- 
dietatem sibi episcopus vindicet, et 
medietatem dispensandam sibi se- 
cundum gradus clerus accipiat, pree- 
diis de omni commoditate in episco- 
porum potestate durantibus.—Conf. 
c. 17. [al. 1g.] (ibid. b.) De his, quae 
parochiis in terris, vineis, mancipiis, 
naa ee peculiis, quicunque fideles ob- 
tulerint, antiquorum canonum sta- 
tuta serventur, ut omnia in episcopi 
potestate consistant. De his tamen, 

uz in altario accesserint, tertia fide- 
liter episcopis deferatur. 
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should fall to the bishop, and the other be divided among the 
rest of the clergy.’ But it is severely censured by Strabo®%, 
as a gross piece of superstition in the Roman Church, ‘ that 
they were used to offer and consecrate a lamb, and eat the 
consecrated flesh of it, out of a pretended reverence to the im- 
maculate Lamb of God, which was slain for the sins of the 


world.’ 


Photius [patriarch of Constantinople] carries the 


charge a little higher, and objects to them, ‘ that they offered 


it together with the body of Christ upon the altar.’ 


But this 


is commonly said7° to be an aggravation of the thing, and 
therefore is rejected by Cardinal Bona?! as a slander. But 


© De Reb. Eccles. c. 18. (ap. 
Bibl. Max. t.15. p.189 c.) Unde 
ce simplicium error, de 

udaicarum superstitionum semina- 
rio natus, et ad nostra usque tem- 
pora quedam vetustatis extendens 
vestigia, jam ex magna parte sapien- 
tium studio compressus est. Et sic- 
ubi adhuc perniciose hujus pestis 
germen revirescere fuerit comproba- 
tum, mucrone spiritali radicitus est 
amputandum: illum dico errorem, 
quo quidam agni carnes in Pascha, 
hs vel sub altari eas ponentes, 

enedictione propria consecrabant, 
et in ipsa resurrectionis die, ante 
cteros corporales cibos de ipsis 
carnibus percipiebant. Cujus bene- 
dictionis series adhuc a multis ha- 
betur. Quod quam sit supervacuum, 
et a sacramentis Christian perfec- 
tionis abhorrens, facile coe qui 
veraciter intelligit, quod Pascka no- 
strum «emmolatus est Christus, et vult 
epulari non in fermento veteri, sed 
in azymis sinceritatis et veritatis.— 
Du Pin says, also, that there is an 
example of this usage in the life of 
St. Uldarick, and that both Ratram- 
nus and A‘neas Parisiensis wrote in 
defence of it against Photius: but 
he says it was not authorized in all 
the Latin Churches. Cent.9. ch. 
10. (t. 7. p. 112.) Valafride Strabon 
remarque, qu’il y avoit quelques 
personnes simples, qui consacroient 
et offroient un agneau & la féte de 
Paque. On voit un exemple de cet 
usage dans la vie de Saint Uldaric; 
et l’on trouve dans l’Ordre Romain 
une priere pour la bénédiction de 


Vagneau le jour de Paque: mais ce 
n’étoit pas un usage commun et au- 
torisé dans toutes les églises Latines. 
Il y a beaucoup plus de raisonne- 
ment dans l’ouvrage de Ratramne, 
que dans celui d’A‘née, qui n’est 
presque qu’un recueil des passages 
sur les aes proposées. 

70 Vid. Nicolai Pape Ep. ap. 
Baron. an. 867. n. 53. (t 10. p. 356 
c.) Mentiuntur quoque, nos, sicuti 
per alia ipsorum scripta indicatur, 
agnum in Pascha, more Judeorum, 
super altare cum Dominico corpore 
benedicere et offerre. 

7\ Rer. Liturg. 1.2. c.8. n.¢. (p. 
295.) Inter calumnias adversus ec- 
clesiam Romanam, quas Photius 
Bulgarie regi, hic Romano pontifici 
Nicolao misit, una hec fuit, quod in 
Paschate more Judaico agnum super 
altare, simul cum Dominico corpore, 
offerret et benediceret. Sed hoc pu- 
tidum mendacium est: quamvis enim 
Romana ecclesia agni carnibus sa- 
cerdotalem benedictionem impertiri 
soleret; non eas tamen aut super 
altare collocabat, aut simul cum 
Christi corpore offerebat seu bene- 
dicebat. Exstat agni benedictio pro 
die resurrectionis in Ordine Ro- 
mano; ipsa enim die agni carnes, 
sacerdotali benedictione sanctifica- 
tas, fideles comedebant ob reveren- 
tiam Christi, agni immaculati, pro 
nobis occisi : idque olim in ejus figu- 
ram, Domino precipiente, constituit 
Moyees, tanquam precipuam Ju- 
daici Paschatis cerimoniam. Nimio 
zelo hunc ritum, tanquam super- 
stitiosum et erroneum, Walafridus 
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he owns the fact'so far as it is related by Strabo, because the 
old Ordo Romanus’! has such a form for the consecration of a 
lamb on Easter day, and it is agreeable to their present prac- 
tice. Only he blames Strabo for being too zealous in his 
censure of this rite, and inveighing against it as a supersti- 
tious and erroneous practice. Which only shows how much 
Bona was inclined to defend the superstitions that were crept 
into his Church, without any foundation in ancient practice. 

4. But I proceed with the practice of the ancient Church, The names 
and observe, thirdly, that when their oblations were received, it ee ee. 
was usual in many places to rehearse the names of such as peo of any 


offered, that a commemoration of them might be made, and able value 
prayers and praises be offered to God for them at the altar. nape at 
I have already had occasion to say something of this custom 72 
out of St. Cyprian 72 and St. Jerom 7‘ in speaking of deacons, 
whose office “it was to recite the names. To these I shall 
now add some further evidences, both out of these and other 
writers. 

Cyprian, in one of his Epistles to the Churches of Numidia’, 
speaking of a collection that had been made at Carthage for 
them, says, ‘he had sent them the names of every brother and 


diaconus in ecclesia recitet offeren- 
tium nomina: Tantum offert ille; 
Tantum ille pollicitus est: placent- 
que sibi ad plausum populi, tor- 


Strabo reprehendit, c. 18; nec video, 
cur adeo acerbe morem antiquissi- 
mum, ab ecclesia approbatum et 
hodie adhuc vigentem, insectetur, 


&e. quente conscientia. 


71 [Benedictio agnt in Pascha. 
(ap. Bibl. Max. t.13. p.699 b.) Post 
celebratum Dominicz sancti Paschse 
solemnitatem..... offerimus famuli 
tui, pro hujus fragilitate corpusculi 
aliquantulum reparandi, hanc usul 
nostro concessam creaturam agni, 
poscentes ut eum ore proprio nobis 
signantibus benedicas, et dextera 
tua sanctifices, &c. Ep. ] 

72 B. 2.ch. 20. 8. 5. v. I. p. 251. 

78 “ to. (al. 16.] p. 37- (p. 195-) 
... Ad communicationem admit- 
tuntur, &c. 

74 In Ezek. 18. p. 637. (t. 5. p. 
209 a.) Multos conspicimus,.... 

ul opprimunt per potentiam, vel 
urta committunt, ut de multis par- 
va pauperibus tribuant, et in suis 
aceleribus glorientur. Publiceque 


75 Ep. 60. [al. 62.] p. 147. (p. 
275.) Ut autem fratres nostros ac 
sorores, qui ad hoc opus tam neces- 
sarium prompte ac hbenter operati 
sunt, ut semper operentur, in men- 
tem habeatis in orationibus vestris, 
et eis vicem boni operis in sacrificiis 
et precibus “repreesentetis, subdidi 
nomina singulorum: sed et colle- 
garum quoque et consacerdotum 
nostrorum, qui et ipsi, cum pre- 
sentes essent, et suo et plebis suze 
nomine quedam pro viribus con- 
tulerunt, nomina addidi: et preeter 
quantitatem propriam nostram, eo- 
rum quoque summulas significari et 
misi: quorum omnium, secundum 

uo fides et caritas exigunt, in ora- 
tionibus et precibus vestris memi- 
nisse debetis. 
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sister that had contributed willingly to so necessary a work,’ (it 
was to redeem captives,) ‘that they might remember them in 
their prayers, and requite their good work in their sacrifices 
and solemn supplications; he had also added the names of such 
of his fellow-bishops as were then present and had contributed 
both in their own names and the names of their respective 
Churches; and he had signified the sums that every one gave, 
that as the common faith and charity required, mention might 
be made of them in their supplications and prayers.’ St. Jerom 
says the same in another place 76, ‘that now the names of such 
as offered were publicly rehearsed, and that which was the 
redemption of sins was made matter of praise and glory: and 
men did not remember the widow in the Gospel, whose two 
mites cast into the treasury exceeded all the gifts of the rich 
who cast in of their abundance.’ Some/?? think St. Jerom here 
reflects upon the practice of the Church, as if he disliked the 
mentioning of the sums offered, which they say without doubt 
was a corruption. But they mistake St. Jerom’s meaning: for 
he is not blaming the practice of the Church, but the practice 
of those who gave out of ostentation and vain-glory ; and when 
they were privately guilty of theft or oppression, thought to 
get estcem and reputation by giving a little of their ill-gotten 
goods to the poor; pleasing themselves with the applause of 
the people, whilst their own consciences must needs lash and 
torment them, as he expresses it in another place’7®. It was 
fit for them to remember the widow’s mites, which were a more 
acceptable sacrifice to God than the greatest gifts of injustice 
that they could offer him. So he does not condemn the custom 
of rehearsing the names of the donors as a corruption, but only 
the private abuses that by the viciousness of men did some- 
times accompany it. St. Chrysostom 79 and the Author of the 
Constitutions ®° have some reference to the same custom: the 
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76 In Jerem. 11.1.2. p. 354. (t. 4. tioning the sums offered, &c. 
P. 92% d.) Nunc publice recitantur 78 In Ezek. 18. See n. 74, pre- 
offerentium nomina, et redemptio cedin 


meminerunt vidue illius in Evange- 
lio, que in gazophylacium duo era 
mittendo, omnium divitum vicit 
donaria. 

77 Comber of Liturgies, part 1. 
ch. 2. (p. 196.) As for their men- 


peccatorum mutaturin laudem: nec 79 fiom. 18. in Act. p. 178. (t. 9. 


p- 150 b.) Evyal éxet Suppexeis dia 
ge’ [Savil. tpvos cal cuvdtas dca 
a" | mpoodopa xa éxdarny Kupi- 


y. 
to L. 3. c. 4. (Cotel. v. 3. p. 276.) 
Acyere 8€ avrois, nai ris 6 dedanes, 
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latter orders the bishop to acquaint the poor who were their 
benefactors, that they might pray for them by name. And 
Cotelerius *! observes a like passage in the Acts of Cecilian 
and Felix, where the forms run thus: ‘Such an one gives so 
much of his substance to the poor ;’ for which those Acts appeal 
to the people’s own eyes and ears. 

When the oblations were thus presented, and the names of 
the donors rehearsed, then it was usual in some places to make 
& commendatory prayer, by way of oblation to God, antecedent 
to those eucharistical prayers which were appropriated to the 
consecration of the eucharist. This may be collected from the 
Epistle of Pope Innocent to Decentius ®, a neighbouring bishop 
of Eugubium, where he speaks of such an oblation by a com- 
mendatory prayer going before the consecration: which he 
says also in the Roman Church was used to be made before 
the recital of the names of the offerers, which were not re- 
hearsed till they came to the consecration. But whether such 
a distinct oblation of the creatures was made in all Churches 
seems not so yery clear, because other writers, Justin Martyr, - 
Irenzus, and the Constitutions, say nothing of it. 

5. Fourthly, we are to observe upon this head, that so long Eucharisti- 
as the people continued to make oblations of bread and wine, % 0 
the elements for the use of the eucharist were usually taken ally taken 
out of them ; and by consequence so long the bread was that ra 
common leavened bread which they used upon other occasions ; cies 
and the use of wafers and unleavened bread was not known in sequently 
the Church till the eleventh or twelfth centuries, when the >° ue = 
oblations of common bread began to be left off by the people. unteavened 
This will seem a great paradox to all who look no further than "4. 
the Schoolmen, and only read their disputes with the Greeks 


iva xal €£ dvéparos tmép avrov mpoo- 
ebyorrat. 
1 In loc. cit. (ibid. p.67.) Vel 
audisti, vel vidisti, si dictum est 
uperibus, Dat et vobis de re sua 
ucilla. . 
& Ep. 1. c. 2. (CC. t. 2. p. 1246 
b.) De nominibus vero recitandis, 
antequam preces sacerdos faciat, 
ue eorum oblationes, quorum 
nomina recitanda sunt, sua oratione 
commendet, quam superfluum sit 


et ipse per tuam prudentiam [al. 
pro tua prudentia] recognoscis ut 
cujus hostiam necdum Deo offeras, 
ejus ante nomen insinues, quamvis 
ili incognitum sit nihil. Prius ergo 
oblationes sunt commendande, ac 
tune eorum nomina, quorum sunt 
oblationes, edicenda, ut inter sacra 
mysteriu nominentur, non inter alia, 
quee ante premittimus, ut ipeis 
mysteriis viam futuris precibus a- 
periamus. 


248 The oblations XV. u. 
about leavened and unleavened bread, which are fierce enough 
on both sides, and have little of truth on either: as commonly 
such disputes evaporate into smoke, and end in bitter and false 
reproaches; the Greeks terming the Latins Azymites, for 
consecrating in azymis, that is, unleavened bread; and the 
Latins, on the other hand, charging the Greeks with deviating 
from the example of Christ and the practice of the ancient 
Church. 

I will not enter into the detail of the arguments on both 
sides, which belongs not to this place, but only acquaint the 
reader, that now the most wise and learned men in the Roman 
Church, who have more exactly scanned and examined this 
matter, think fit to desert the Schoolmen, and maintain that 
the whole primitive Church, and the Roman Church herself, 
for many ages never consecrated the eucharist in any other 
but common and leavened bread. The first that ventured to 
break the ice and confront the Schoolmen was Latinus Lati- 
nius, in an epistle to Antonius Augustinus. After him Sir- 
mondus wrote a particular disquisition®® upon it, which was 
followed and commended by Cardinal Bona®‘, who has a long 
dissertation to establish the opinion, wherein he exposes the 
prejudices and false argumentations of Thomas Aquinas and 
the rest of the Schoolmen. And though Christianus Lupus®> 
set himself again with all his might to defend the common 
opinion of the Schoolmen against Sirmondus; yet his argu- 
ments are of no weight with Schelstrate®® and Pagi87, who 


& [De Usu Fermenti in Eucha- vinari quasi oportuerit, an per fer- 


mentum corporis et sanguinis Chri- 


ristia. (int. Oper. t. 4. 13,8 
Exit. ler 1606. Ep 1 ogee 
. Liturg. 1. 1. c. 23. tot. 
ne a 7) Cum sacramentum &c. 
ote in Concilia.t. 3. p.606, &c. 
(t. 4. p. 329.) Queestio quarta est, an 
eg fermentum fuerit eucharistia 
c 
8 De Disciplina Arcani, c. 7. art. 
5: (p. 139.) ap. Pagi, loc. citat. See 
che next note. 
87 Critic. in Baron. an. 313. n. 15. 
fal. gua (t. 1. p. 368.) Schelstratius 
Icite inquirit, cur iis in de- 
cretis [Melchiadis et Siricii. See 
nn. 90, 91, following.] tam ob- 
scure agatur de eucharistia, ut di- 


sti sacramenta intelligerentur. Po- 
tuissent enim summi pontifices claris 
verbis decernere, eucharistiam, quia 
fermenti instar fidelium unionem fo- 
vet, ex consecratu episcopi ad ab- 
sentes presbyteros transmitti debere. 
Verum nihil horum nec Melchiades 
nec Siricius dicunt, sed sub ferments 
nomine totum sacramentum com- 
prehendunt. Neque ipsemet popu- 
lus aliud quam fermenti nomen &a- 
cris ddnis tribuebat. Horuin ratio- 
nem ex disciplina arcani et occulta- 
tione sacrorum mysteriorum, que 

per quinque patie ecclesiz secula 
in usu fuit, desumit Schelstratius ; 


§ 5- 


of the people. 249 


readily give in to the position of Bona and Sirmondus, as 
founded upon the justest reasons. The chief argument of the 
Schoolmen is no ways conclusive that the primitive Church 
followed the example of Christ, who celebrated his last supper 
with unleavened bread. For that was only upon the account 
of the Passover, when no other but unleavened bread could be 
used among them. After his resurrection he probably cele- 
brated in leavened bread, and such as was in common use at 
all other times, except the time of the Passover. And that the 
Church always used common bread, appears from the follow- 
ing arguments :— 

1. That the elements were usually taken out of the oblations 
of the people, where doubtless common bread and wine were 
offered. 

2. It is noted by Epiphanius®7 as a peculiar rite of the 
Ebionite heretics, that they celebrated in unleavened bread 
and water only. Which plainly argues that the Church did 
otherwise. 

3. The Ancients*® say expressly their bread was common 
bread, such as they made for their own use upon other occa- 
sions. To which purpose there is a remarkable story in the 
Life of Gregory the Great ®9 of a woman, who, when he gave 
her the eucharist in the usual form of words, ‘ The body of our 
Lord Jesus Christ preserve thy soul!’ laughed at the form, 
and being asked the reason of her so doing, said, it was be- 
cause he called that the body of Christ which she knew to be 
bread that she had made with her own hands. 


ex qua factum ut tum Romani pon- 
tifices in decretis, quam fideles in 
colloquiis, sacramenta eucharistize 
sub fermenti nomine occultarint. 

8 Epiph. Her. 30. Ebion. n. 16. 
(t. 1. p. 139 d.) Muornpia dé 876ev 
TeAovot KaTa pipnow Toy ayiwoy év 
Tj] €xxAnoia amd émavrov els evaurov 
8a avo, eal rd GAO pepos Tov 
puotnpiov 8: voaros pdvov. 

88 Vid. Ambros. de Sacrament. 
1.4. c. 4. (t. 2. p. 368 c. n. 14.) Tu 
forte dicis, Meus panis est usitatus, 


c. 

89 [ Auctore Ioanne Diacono, | 1. 2. 
c. 41. (t. 4. p.58c.) Matrona que- 
dam, Beato Gregorio per stationes 


ublicas missarum solemnia cele- 

rante, solitas oblationes obtulerat. 
Cui post mysteria traditurus, cum 
diceret, Corpus Domini nostri Jesu 
Chrigti conservet animam tuam! la- 
scivia subrisit. Ille, continuo dex- 
teram ab ejus ore convertens, partem 
Ulam Dominici corporis super altare 
deposuit. Expletis vero missarum 
solemniis, matronam coram populo 
inquisivit, Quam ob rem corpus Do- 
minicum suscepturaridere preesump- 
serit? At illa, diu mussitans, tandem 
prorupit, Quia panem, inquiens, 
quem propriis manibus me fecisse 
cognoveram, tu corpus Dominicum 
perhibebas. 


250 The oblations AY. ii. 


4. The Ancients are wholly silent as to the use of unleavened 
bread in the Church. But they many times speak of leavened 
bread; and sometimes the eucharist is called fermentum, lea- 
ven, upon that account: as appears from the Pontifical in the 
Lives of Melchiades® and Siricius9!, and from a Letter of Pope 
Innocent, where he says, ‘it was the custom at Rome to con- 
secrate the fermentum (that is, the eucharist) in the mother- 
church, and send it thence on the Lord’s-day to the presbyters 
im the titult, or lesser churches, that they might not think 
themselves separated from the bishop’s communion. But they 
did not send it to any country-parishes, because the sacraments 
were not to be carried to places at any great distance.’ What 
is here called the consecrated fermentum is by Baronius and 
others, who tread in the track of the Schoolmen, interpreted 
of the eulogia, or panis benedictus, the bread that was blessed 
for such as did not communicate. But Innocent plainly says 
he meant it of the sacrament, which was consecrated by the 
bishop, and sent to the presbyters for the use of lesser churches. 
Which shows that at that time, even in Rome itself, the eucha- 
rist was consecrated in common or leavened bread. 

5. It. is observable, that neither Photius, [whose era was 
858,] nor any other Greek writer before Michael Cerularius, 
[patriarch of Constantinople,] anno 1051, [or, according to 
Cave, 1043,] ever objected the use of unleavened bread to the 
Roman Church: which argues that the use of it did not pre- 
vail till about that time; else there 1s no doubt but Photius 
would, among other things, have objected this to them. 

These arguments put the matter beyond all dispute, that 
the Church for a thousand years used no other but common or 
leavened bread in the eucharist; and how the change was’ 
made, or the time exactly when, is not easy to determine. But 


1247 b.) Idcirco [presbyteri] fer- 


® Vit. Melchiadis. (CC. t. 1. p. 
1394 a.) Hic fecit ut oblationes con- 
eecratze per ecclesias ex consecratu 
episcopi dirigentur, quod declaratur 
fermentum. 

91 Vit. Siricii. (ibid. t. 3. p. ror6 a.) 
Hic constituit, ut nullus presbyter 
missas celebraret per omnem hebdo- 
madam, nisi consecratum episcopi 
loci designati susciperet declaratum, 
quod nominatur fermentum. 

9 Ep. ad Decent. c. 5. (ibid. p. 


mentum a nobis confectum per aco- 
lythos accipiunt, ut se a nostra com- 
munione maxime illa die non judi- 
cent separatos. Quod per parochias 
fieri debere non puto, quia non [al. 
nec] longe portanda sunt sacra- 
menta: nec nos per ccemeteria di- 
versa constitutis presbyteris desti- 
namus, et [al. sed] presbyteri eorum 
conficiendorum pus habent atque 
licentiam [al. ut habeant]. 
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Bona’s conjecture is very probable, that it crept in upon the 
people’s leaving off to make their oblations in common bread®, 
which occasioned the clergy to provide it themselves, and they, 
under pretence of decency and respect, brought it from leaven 
to unleayen, and from a loaf of common bread, that might be 
broken, to a nice and delicate wafer, formed in the figure of 
& denarius, or penny, to represent the pence, as some authors %* 
about that time will have it, for which our Saviour was be- 
trayed: and then also the people, instead of offering a loaf of 
bread, as formerly, were ordered to offer a penny, which was 
either to be given to the poor, or to be expended upon some- 
thing appertaining to the sacrifice of the altar. 

This is the short history of a great change made insensibly 
in a matter of small moment, if we consider barely the question 
about the use of leavened and unleavened bread: for it 1s very 
indifferent in itself whether is used, so long as peace is pre- 
served in the Church: but in the consequences and progress 
of the dispute, it was no small matter; for the East and West 
divided about it, and the Western Church ran so far into an 
extreme as almost to lose the nature of the sacramental ele- 
ment, by introducing a thing that could hardly be called bread, 
instead of that common staff of life which the Lord had ap- 
pointed to be the representation of his body in the eucharist. 

6. There wanted not some discerning and judicious men im The use of 


a dark age, who complained of the abuse as soon as it began ae 
to be introduced. For Bernoldus, a learned presbyter of Con- ine Poin 


stance, about the year 1089, wrote a book De Ordine Romano, their first 


8} [Bacchinius in Agnellum re- tum eis distribuebant. Postquam 


marks, that in the time of Agnellus, 
abbot of Ravenna, in the ninth cen- 
tury, the hosts, though not made 
like common bread, were however 
as thick as cakes, and baked in an 
oven. See Roche’s Memoirs of Lite- 
rature. (Lond. ee Vv. I. p. 328.) 
He takes notice &c. Ep.] 

$4 Vid. Honorium, Gemma Ani- 
me, ]. 1. c. 66. (ap. Bonam, Rer. 
mae f lai. ¢c. 23. n. 11. [al. 19.] 
p. 246.) Fertur, quod olim sacer- 
dotes a singulis domibus et familiis 
farinam accipiebant, quod adhuc 
Greeci servant, et sade Dowinigarn 
panem faciebant, et quem pro po- 
pulo offerebant, et hunc consecra- 


autem ecclesia numero quidem au- 
gebatur, sed sanctitate minuebatur, 
propter carnales statutum est, ut, 
qui possint, singulis Dominicis, vel 
tertia Dominica, vel summis festivi- 
tatibus, vel ter in anno communica- 
rent. Et quia populo non commu- 
nicante, non erat necesse panem tam 
magnum fieri, statutum est, eum in 
modum denarii formari vel fieri; et 
ut populus pro oblatione farins de- 
narios offerret, pro quibus traditum 
Dominum recognoscerent; qui ta- 
men denarii in usum pauperum, qui 
membra sunt Christi, cederent, vel 
ip aliquid, quod ad hoc sacrificium 
pertinet. 
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wherein he thus reflects upon these wafer-hosts, or oblations : 
‘If no less measure than an handful be found mentioned in all 
the Old and New Testament, and nothing ought to be done in 
the temple of the Lord without measure and reason, these 
minute oblations seem not to appertain to Christ or his Church, 
because they are without measure and reason.’ This author 
was a little too bold and free with the corruptions and abuse 
of the Roman Church ever to see the light. But Trithemius% 
mentions the book, and gives an honourable character of the 
author. And Cassander saw it in manuscript, and published 
this fragment of it in his Liturgics%7, where he also makes a 
severe reflection upon the corruption and vanity of that age, 
‘for departing from the ancient practice, and introducing an 
imaginary sort of bread, which deserved more the name of the 
shadow than the substance.’ Which just reflection is repeated 
from Cassander, not only by Vossius’, but ingenuously also 
by Cardinal Bona, in his animadversions upon this unwar- 
rantable alteration. 

Yet some there are who pretend antiquity for this also. 
Durantus! thought he had found this wafer-bread in Epi- 


% Ap. Cassandrum in Liturgicis, 
c. 27. (p. 60. ad calc.) Si minor men- 
sura quam pugillus non invenitur 
in toto serie Veteris et Novi Testa- 
menti; et si nihil omnino debet fieri 
intra vel extra templum Domini 
absque mensura et ratione; viden- 
tur oblatarum minutie ad Christum 
et [ad] Ecclesiam nihil pertinere, 
quia sunt absque mensura et ra- 
tione. 


% De Scriptor. Eccles. fol. 66.. 


(ap. Bibl. Eccles. Albert. Fabricii, 
p. 86. n. 337.) .... Vir devotus, et 
in Scripturis sanctis studiosus et 
eruditus, atque in disciplina litera- 
rum sufficienter instructus .... Hic 
ad utilitatem ecclesiastics reipublicse 
composuisse dicitur volumen, quod 
preenotavit Ordinem Romanum. 

7 C. 27. (p.61. ad summ.) Plura 
ab eodem auctore alioquin prudenti, 
pio, et ecclesiasticarum traditionum 
studiosissimo, in eam sententiam di- 
cuntur, qui indignissime tuliese vi- 
detur, setate sua in quibusdam eccle- 
siis oblatas panis, quee prisca eccle- 
sis consuetudine ad usum sacrificii 


ad mensam Domini a populo fideli 
offerebantur, ad imaginem nummo- 
rum, et ad tenuissimam quandam et 
levissimam formam a veri panis spe- 
cie alienam, fuisse redactos: quare 
per contemptum minufias nummula- 
riarum oblatarum appellat, imagina- 
riam et umbratilem levitatem illis 
tribuit, et indignas esse panis voca- 
bulo pro sua tenuitate, ac propter 
eas officium atque religionem eccle- 
siastici officli multum per omnem 
modum confundi asserit, pluribus- 
que et acerbioribus dictis eas ineec- 
tatur, a8 omnia ut ascribam, ex- 
pedire hec loco non putavi. 

% Thes. Theol. Disput. 19. de 
Symb. Coen. Dom. Quest. 1. p. 441. 
(t. 6. p. 427. Thes. 2.) Que verba 
etiam adducit Cassander &c. 

99 Rer. oe ]. 1. c. 23. 0. 1. 
[al. 19.] (p. 246.) Disserit &c. 

!' De Ritibus, ]. 2. ¢. 38. n. 6. 
(P. 217.) Panis consecrandus in mo- 

um denarii formari consuevit..... 
Epiphanius quoque in Anchorato, 
sacramentali, ait, 


co e pane 
tdemus, quod neque par, neque 
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phanius, because he says?, the bread was &pros otpoyyvAcettis 
kat dvalcOnros, which they render, bread of a circular figure, 
and so minute that it could hardly be perceived by the senses. 
Whereas it should be rendered, bread of a solid, round, 
globular figure, without life or sense, which yet might re- 
present Hm, who is all life, and infinite, and incomprehensible. 
Which agrees well to the character of the eucharistical bread 
used in Epiphanius’s time, when it was the custom to offer 
round and whole solid loaves of bread, but has no relation to 
the wafer bread of later ages. Durantus urges further the 
testimony of Gregory the Great3, who calls the oblations, 
oblationum coronas, crowns of bread ; which may imply that 
they were round loaves of bread ; but not therefore wafers, 
unless every thing that is round be a wafer. He adds St. 
Chrysostom‘ also, but he misquotes him; for the Greek has 
nothing of what is cited. But he might have added truly 
Cesarius 5, Gregory Nazianzen’s brother, who, comparing the 
natural and the sacramental body of Christ together, says, the 
one was distinguished into several members, but the other was 
round: and Iso® the monk, who calls the oblations rotulas 
panis, rolls of bread, no doubt from the roundness of their 
figure: and the sixteenth Council of Toledo’, which speaks of 


simile id sit, vel incarnate imagini, 
vel invistbils Deitati, vel etiam mem- 
brorum lineamentis: nam istud ro- 
tunde forme est. 
2 Anchorat. n. 57. (t. 2. p. 60 b.) 
Kai cpa@pev Sri ovx lady dari, obd¢ 
Spocov, ov Ty évodpk eixdut, ov TH 
dopdr@ Oedrnri, ov rois yapaxtipot 
Tov pedar’ Td pév ydp éort orp 
Aoedes Kai avaicOnroy, as mpos THy 
Uvapuy. 

8 Dialog. |. 4. c. sg. (t. 2. p. 464¢. 
-) Duas secum oblationum coronas 
etulit, &c. 

4 Hom. 83. [Bened. 82. al. 83. ] 
in Matth. (t. 7. p. 788 b.) Tivos ody 
ovx fe. xaba y elvat roy raurns 
arodavorra tis Guolas; wolas nrra- 
Kns axrivos Ty yxeipa Thy TavTny 
dtarépvovcay rv odpxa; K. Tt. A.— 
[Conf. Durant. de Ritibus, 1. 2. 
c. 38. n. 6. (p. 217.) Hoe ipsum 
confirmat Chrysostomus, Gregorio 
antiquior, Hom. 83..in c. 26. Mat- 


thei: Qua igitur re mundiorem esse 
non oportet eum, qui hoc sacrificio 
poe est? Quos radios so- 
res non debet excedere manus 
illa, gue hanc coronam pertrectat? 
—A mistranslation with a vengeance 
of ryv xeipa ravrny dcarépvoveray Thy 
cdpxa! However this is but one 
example in a thousand of the falsi- 
JSications of the partizans of Ro- 
manism and the Papacy, whenever it 
suits their purpose to alter the 
reading or pervert the truth. Ep. 

5 Dialog. 3. queest. 169. (ap. Bibl. 
Max. t.5. p. 797 f. ts.) Estque hoc 
baa artubus compositum, ince- 

endi vim habens, et agendi: illud 
autem rotundum, non articulatum, 
inanimatum, sanguine carens, &c. 

6 De Miraculis S. Othmari, 1. 2. 
c. 3. (ap. Surium, 16 Nov. t. 6. p. 
399.) 2-6. Quedam panis rotule, 
que vulgo oblate dicuntur, &c. 

7 C. 6. (t. 6. p. 1340 d.) Ad con- 
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their rotundity also. But, as Cardinal Bona rightly observes, 
this rotundity implies round loaves of bread, and not round 
wafers, of which there was no use or knowledge in former 
ages, when they used such loaves of common bread as the 
people offered, or else such as were prepared particularly for 
the purpose ; yet still loaves of bread, not wafers; and common 
or leavened bread, not unleavened, of which there is not the 
least intimation given in any part of the Church for above 
a thousand years, as that learned Cardinal has proved beyond 
all exception, to whose diligence we chiefly owe the illustration 
of this matter in that curious dissertation of his upon the 
subject, [as mentioned in the fifth section preceding. | 


Wine — 7. The other part of the sacrament was always wine, and 
art soli that taken also out of the oblations of the people. Some of 
monly used the ancient heretics, under pretence of abstinence and tem- 
rave perance, changed this element into water, and consecrated in 
Church. water only. These were some of them disciples of Ebion, and 


some the followers of Tatian*®, commonly called Hydropara- 
state and Aquarii, from the use of water, and sometimes 
Encratite from their abstaining wholly from flesh and wine. 
And this seems to have been the ground of their errors, that 
they thought it universally unlawful to eat flesh or drink wine. 
Under this character they are frequently condemned by Epi- 
phanius2, who terms them Hncratites, and by St. Austin ?°, 
under the name of Aquarians, and by Theodoret"', who 


ventus etenim nostri agnitionem de- 
latum est, eo quod, in quibusdam 
Hispaniarum partibus, quidam sa- 
cerdotum, partim nescientia impli- 
citi, partim temerario ausu provo- 
cati, non panes mundos et studio 
reeparatos supra mensam Domini 
in sacrificio offerant; sed passim, 
uomodo unumquemque aut neces- 
sitas impulerit, aut voluntas coé- 
gerit, de panibus suis usibus pre- 
paratis crustulam in rotunditatem 
auferant, eamque super altare cum 
vino et aqua pro sacro libamine 
offerant. Quod factum nequaquam 
in sacre auctoritatis historia uspiam 
gestum pe enditur. 

6 [Vid. Epiphan. Her. 46. Ta- 
tian. n. 1. (t. 1. p. 391 d.) "Amo rov- 
rov [Tarsayov] yap xara diadoyny ol 
"Eyxpariras Aeydpevos rot lod pere- 


oxnxdéres trdpxovot.—Conf. Her. 
47. Encratit. n. 1. (p. 399 a.) Obras 
rév Tarvaydy biadexovrat, x. rT. A. 


D. 

§ Her. 47. 0.1. (t. 1. p. 400 b.) 
Kéypnvra: 8¢ xal avrot pvornpioss 8s’ 
Udaros’ olvoy 8¢ dAws od peradap- 
Bavovot, pdoxovres elvar ScaBodexdr” 
Kai rovs srivovras, x. tT. X.— Ibid. n. 
111. (p. 401 d.) "Odev ra wap’ adrois 
puarnpia 8¢ vdaros pdvoy yiverat.— 
Conf. Her. 30. Ebion. n.16. (t. 1. 
p- 140 a.).. Kat rd GAXo pépos rov 
puompiou 8 vearos pévov. 

10 De Heeresibus, c. 64. (t. 8. p. 
20g.) Aquarii ex hoc appellati sunt, 
quod aquam offerunt in poculo sa- 
cramenti, non illud, quod omnis ec- 
clesia. 

1! Heeret. Fabul. 1.1. c. 20. (t. 4. 
part I. p. 312.) Todroy [Tartavdy] 


§ 7. 
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says ‘they sprung from Tatian, and were called Hydropa- 
rastate, because they offered water instead of wine; and 
Encratite, because they wholly abstained from wine and 
living creatures.’ St. Chrysostom}? calls it the ‘ pernicious 
heresy of those that used only water in their mysteries, 
whereas our Lord instituted them in wine, and drunk wine 
at his common table, after his resurrection, to prevent the 
budding of this wicked heresy.’ The like may be read in 
Philastrius 8, and long before in Irenwus!* and Clemens 
Alexandrinus!5, not to mention the Council of Trullo'5, or any 
later writers '7. 

But it is to be observed, that besides these there were 
another sort of Aquarians, who did not reject the use of wine 
as simply unlawful, either in itself or in the eucharist: for in 
their evening service they consecrated the eucharist in wine, 
but not in their morning assemblies, for fear the smell of the 
wine should discover them to the Heathen. St. Cyprian gives 
a long account of these in one of his Epistles'8, which is 
particularly designed against them. From which it also ap- 
pears that the custom of the Church then was to use wine 
mixed with water, and he pleads for both as necessary from 


dxovoww apyrydr ol Aeydpevos ‘Y3po- 
mapacrara Kai ’Eyxparirai. ‘“Y8po- 
mwapaorarat 8€ ovopaforyrat, os Shep 
avri olvou mpoodepovres* "Eyxpareral 
de, ds pyre olvoy ihaedlas pyre Toy 
éuyuyov peradapSadvovres. 

if Hom. 83. [Bened. 82. al. 83.] 
in Matth. p- 700. (t. 7. p. 7848.)... 
Kal rivos evexey ovy vdmp Emey ava- 
aras, GAN’ olvoy; aAAny aipeow tro- 
ynpay xpdéppi{ov dvagnay’ enecdy yap 
reves eiow éy Trois pvotypios vdart 
xexpnpévot, Sexvds, Orc nvixa ta 
protnpia wapédaxey, olvoy napédaxe, 
kal fica avacras xepis pvornpioy 
Wary rpdwelay waperifero, x. 7. 2X. 

13 De Heeresibus, c. 77. [al. 49.] 
(ap. Galland. t. 7. p. 492 e.) Aquarii 
sic dicti sunt, qui in sacramentis 
celestibus offerunt tantum aquam, 
non illud, quod ecclesia catholica et 
apostolica facere consuevit. 

14 L, 5. c. 1. (p. 394. 30.) Repro- 
bant hi [Ebionei] commixtionem 
vini coelestis, et sola aqua szcularis 
(legendum? solam aquam secula- 


rem] volunt esse. 
15 Stromat. 1. 1. (p. 375: 18.) Eiot 
up ol xal vdwp Widdv evyapiorouct. 
| Pedagog. L Ag c. 2. (p. 186. 18.) 
“Ore 38€ olvos Fy 1d edvdoynOey, aneé- 
decée madww mpds rovs pabyras A€yov" 
py wie €x TOU ‘yeyynparos THs 
Gumedov taurns, Kk. T.r..... Tovri 
pey Tpiy Kal mpds aa ga ad 
xaAdoupevous raparrennyx dw. 
16 C. 32. (t. 6. p. 158 a.) a ad 
mwovnpas tay ‘Ydporapacraray alpe- 
ceas wadaas trapxovons, of avri 
owov pov rp voatTs ev rH oixeig 
Gucig xéxpnyra:. 
17 . Theod. ]. 16. tit. 5. de 
Hereticis, leg. 7. (t. 6. p. 121.) ... 
um presertim nonnulli ex his 
Encratitas, Apotacticos, Hydropa- 
rastatas, vel Sarcoforos nominari se 
velint, &c.—Theod. Novel. Fs ad 
calc. t. 6. (append. p. 2. col. dextr.) 
.... Cataphrygas, Fotinianos, diene 
Hydroparastatas, &c. 
18 Cypr. Ep. 63. ad Ceecilian. (p. 
276.) 
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the command and example of Christ; adding some other 
reasons '9 why it should be so, as ‘that the water represents 
the people, as the wine does the blood of Christ: and when in 
the cup the water is mingled with the wine, Christ and his 
people are united together. And so,’ he says, ‘in sanctifying 
the cup of the Lord water cannot be offered alone: as neither 
can the wine be offered alone: for if the wine be offered by 
itself, the blood of Christ begins to be without us: and if the 
water be alone, the people begin to be without Christ.’ 

The third Council of Carthage seems to have had the same 
opinion ef the necessity of water, when they determined, as we 
have heard before 2°, ‘that nothing should be offered at the 
altar but what the Lord himself commanded, that is, bread, 
and wine mingled with water.’ And St. Austin was a member 
of that Council and therefore may be supposed to have been of 
the same judgment. He also quotes 2! the foresaid Epistle of 
Cyprian with approbation. Gennadius 2? assigns two reasons 
for the use of mixing water with wine; first, because it is 
according to the example of Christ; and, secondly, because 
when our Saviour’s side was pierced with the spear, there 
came forth water and blood. This latter reason is also as- 
signed by St. Ambrose, or whoever wrote the book De Sacra- 
mentis under his name, and by Martin Bracarensis in his 


19 Thid. p. 153. (p. 280.) Videmus 


sobrietatis falluntur imagine, sed 
in aqua populum pein i in vino i 


vinum aqua mixtum: quia et vinum 


vero ostendi sanguinem Christi. ... 
Sic autem in sanctificando calice 
Domini, offerri aqua sola non po- 
test, quomodo nec vinum solum 
potest: nam si vinum tantum quis 
offerat, sanguis Christi incipit esse 
sine nobis: si vero aqua sit sola 
plebs incipit esse sine Christo. 

#0 See 8. 3. p. 242. n 63. 

31 De Doctrin. Christian. ]. 4.c. 21. 
(t. 3. part. 1. p. 83 c.) Beatus Cy- 
prianus submisso dicendi genere 
utitur in eo libro, ubi de sacra- 
mento calicis disputat. Solvitur ibi 
quippe questio, in qua queritur, 
utrum calix Dominicus aquam so- 
lam, an eam vino mixtam, debeat 
habere. 

22 De Eccles. Dogmat. (c. 42, 
juxt. Ed. Bened. Oper. August. t. 8. 
append. p. 79 e.) In eucharistia non 
debet pura aqua offerri, ut quidam 


fuit in redemptionis nostree myste- 
rio, cum dixit, Non bibam modo de 
hoc genimine vifis, et aqua mixtum, 
uod post coenam dabatur. Sed et 
e latere ejus lancea perfosso [al. 
quod est lancea perfossum] aqua 
cum sanguine egressa, &c. 

43 De Sacrament. ]. 5. c. 1. (t. 2. 
p- 373 d. n. 3.) Tetigit petram, et 
petra undam maximam fudit, sicut 
Apostolus ait, Bibebant autem de spi- 
ritalt consequenti eos petra: petra 
— erat Christus. Non immo- 

ilis petra, que ulum seque- 
hakuts Et = bibe, ut te Christus 
sequatur....Tangit sacerdos [cali- 
cem}, redundat aqua in calice, salit 
in vitam sternam, et bibit populus 
Dei, qui Dei gratiam consecutus 
est. Didicisti ergo hoc. Accipe et 
aliud. In tempore Dominicz pas- 
sionis, cum Sabbatum magnum in- 


“I 


of the people. 257 


Collection of Greek Canons24. The author of the Epistle to 
the Egyptians, under the name of Pope Julius 25, insists upon 
Cyprian’s reason, that it is to show the union of Christ with 
his people. And the third Council of Braga?6 relates Cyprian’s 
words, correcting several other abuses that were crept into the 
administration of this sacrament; as of some, who offered milk 
instead of wine; and others who only dipped the bread into 
the wine, and so denied the people their complement of the 
sacrament; and others, who used no other wine but what they 
pressed out of the clusters of grapes that were then presented 
at the Lord’s table. All which they condemn, and order ‘ that 
nothing but bread, and wine mingled with water, should be 
offered, according to the determination of the ancient Councils.’ 
The Council of Auxerre?’ notes some others, who offered mead, 
or honey and water mixed together, who are also condemned, 
as going against the common rule of offering nothing but wine 
and water in the sacrifice of the altar. The Author of -the 
Commentaries upon St. Mark, under the name of St. Jerom 28, 
gives another reason for mixing water with wine, ‘ that by the 
one we might be purged from sin, and by the other yedeemed 
from punishment.’ These reasons indeed are no ways demon- 


staret, baer vivebat Dominus noster 
Jesus Christus vel latrones, missi 


26 C.1. [al. Bracar. 4. c. 2.] (t. 6. 
p. 562 e.) Audivimus enim quosdam 


sunt qui percuterent eos: venientes 
autem invenerunt defunctuin Do- 
minum Jesum Christum : tunc unus 
de militibus lancea latus ejus tetigit, 
et de latere ejus aqua fluxit et san- 
guis. Quare aqua? quare sanguis? 
a ut emundaret: sanguis, ut 
redimeret, &c. 
44 C.55. (CC. t. 5. p.gtre.) Non 
rtet [aliquid] aliud in sanctuario 
offerri, preter panem, et vinum et 
aquam, quee in typo Christo bene- 
dicuntur: quia, dum in cruce pen- 
deret, de corpore ejus sanguis ef- 
fluxit et aqua. 

25 Ap. Gratian. de Consecrat. dis- 
tinct. 2. c. 7. (t. 1. p. 1915. 52.) Sed 
si necesse sit botrus in calice com- 
primatur, et aqua misceatur: quia 
calix Dominicus juxta canonum pre- 

vino et 7 ha permistus debet 
offerri: quia videmus in aqua popu- 
lam intelligi, in vino vero ostendi 
sapguinem Christi. 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


schiematica ambitione detentos .... 
lac pro vino in divinie sacrificiis de- 
dicare ; alios quoque intinctam eu- 
charistiam populis pro complemento 
communionis porrigere; quosdam 
etiam expressum [al. non expres- 
sum} vinum in sacramento Domi- 
nici calicis offerre, &c.—Ibid. (p. 
564 8.) Ideo nulli deinceps licitum 
sit [al. erit] aliud in sacrificiis divi- 
nis offerre, misi juxta antiquorum 
sententias Conciliorum panem tan- 
tum, et calicem vino et aqua per- 
mixtum. 

7 C. 8. (t. 5. p.958¢.) Non licet 
in altario in sacrificio divino melli- 
tum, quod mulsum appellatur, nec 
ullam aliud poculum, extra vmum 
cum aqua mixtum, offerre. 

28 In Marc. 14. (t. 11. p. 823 c.) 
Accepit Jesus panem, .. .. formans 
sanguinem suum in calicem vino et 
aqua mixtum, ut alio purgemur a 
culpis, alio redimamur a penis. 
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strative; however, that the practice was both ancient and 
general, is evident from Justin Martyr 29 and Irensus *°, who 
mention it as the custom of the Church, without assigning any 
further reason for it. And so likewise Gregory Nyssen 3! and 
Theodoret 2? with some others produced by Vossius in his Dis- 
sertation 23 upon this subject. The Armenians are said to have 
consecrated only in wine, but that is reckoned an error in them 
by Theophylact 54, and they are equally condemned with the 
Hydroparastats, or Aquarians, by the Council of Trullo%, 
which produces the authority of St. James and St. Basil’s 
Liturgy against them. To which may be added the Liturgies 


29 Apol. 2. (p. 97 d.) Evyaptorn- 
cavros 8€ rov mpoeoraéros nai émev- 
dnpnoavros tavrds tov aod, of xa- 
Aovpevos map Hpiv Sidxovos Siddacow 
éxaoT@ Trey Tapoyreay peradafely ard 
rou evyaptornGévros dprov Kai oivov 
kal vdaros, Kal rois ob mapotow amo- 

ot. 

50 L. 4. ¢.57. (p. 357-11.) Domi- 
nus accipiens panem unum 
corpus egge confitebatur et tem- 
peramentum calicis suum sangui- 
nem confirmavit.—lIt. l. 5. c. 3. (p. 
397. I.) ‘Omdre oby xal rd xexpapeévoy 
qoTnptoy, Kat o yeyorws dpros emde- 
xetat tov Adyoy rov Geod, x. r. A. 

31 Orat. Catechet. c. 37. (t. 3. p- 
104 a.) .... "Eort 3€ év 1H Bpooe 
dpros, év 8€ rq méve 4rd Gdeop épn- 
dvapévey TH ot, K.T.X. 

Dialog. 1. t. 4. p. 17. (t. 4. 
part. I. p. 26.) "Ev d€ ye ry rap 
pvotnpioy mapadéce, caya Tov ap- 
roy exadece, kal aiua rd xpaya. 

83 Thes. Theolog. disput. 32. de 
Symb. Cen. Dom. quest. 4. p. 494. 
(t. 6. p. 441. thes. 8.) Quam mos 
sit vetus aquam vino miscendi, do- 
cere nos potest Justinus Martyr., 
Apolog. 2., ubi in coenee descriptione 
meminit aperte rov evxapiobevros 
mi cat olvov, xal U8aros. Atque 
ab eadem causa eat, quod Jrenzus, 
]. 4. C. 57., vocat temperamentum 
calicis: quod item 1. 5. c. 2. ecri- 
bat, Quando mistus calir et fractus 
panis percipit verbum Dei, fit eucha- 
ristia sanguinis et corporis Christi. 
Etiam fuse de hoc Cyprianus, Ep. 
63-, ex qua superius queedam ad- 


duximus. Hic adde Julium, urbis 
episcopum, apud Gratianum, Ba- 
silium in Liturgia, Gregorium Nys- 
senum, Orat. Catech. c. 37. Am- 
brosium, 1.5. de Sacrament. c. 1. 
Chrysostom. in Liturgia. Incertum 
sub Hieronymi nomine in Marcum, 
c.14.18. Augustin. 1. 4. de Doc- 
trina Christiana, c. 21. Proclum, 
de Traditione Divine Liturgi. 
Theodoret. Dialog. 1. Cesarium 
Arelatensem sive Eucherium, Serm. 

.in Pascha. Martin. Bracarensem, 
in Collect. Can. Orientalium, c. 4. 
Bedam, in Luc. 1. 6. c. 22. Da- 
mascenum, ]. 4. c.14. Rabanum 
Maurum, de Institut. Cler. 1. 1. 
c. 33. Paschasium, de Sacrament. 
Eucharist. c. 11. Micrologum, Ec- 
cles. Observat. c.10. Algerum, de 
eodem, l. 2. c.4. Nicephorum Cal- 
listum, 1. 18. c. §3.: ut Lombardum 
mittam et Scholasticos, qui ad eum 
scripserunt. 

In Ioan. 19. (t. 1. p. 755 ¢- 8.) 
AlcyuverOucay “Appémot, ol jt) ma- 
paxipyavres Udwp rH olvp év Tois 
puornpiors. 

35 32. (t. 6. p. 1158 b.) Kal 

up kal “IdxwBos, © odpxa 
pores Tov Qeov yuay aderAdis, ds 
Ths ‘leporoAuperay exxAnoias spéres 
roy Opdvoy éemoarevOn’ xai Baciiews 
6 rns Katcapéwv apyreniaxoros, ov 
Td xAéos Kata nacay Thy olxouperny 
dce8paper, éyyparus THY pvoTiKny 
nw lepoupyiay mapadedexdres, oUTw 
Teeoiw ev Ty Oeig Aecroupyia €£ 
véarés Te nal olvov rd lepdy rornptoy 
exdedoxact. 
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under St. Mark and St. Chrysostom, and the Constitutions °°, 
Yet after all, as there is no express command for this in the 
institution, notwithstanding this general consent of the ancient 
Church, it is commonly determined by modern divines, as well 
of the Roman as Protestant communion, that it is not essential 
to the sacrament itself, as the reader that is curious may find 
demonstrated in Vossius in his Dissertation upon this subject 
[as cited just before]. 

8. As to the Ancients, they are not to be blamed in keeping Of some 
strictly to this custom, because they thought it a part of the heretics, | 
institution. Upon which account they censured all that made alterations 
any alteration in the elements, either by addition, or subtrac- ironed 
tion, or changing one element for another. The Aquarians, as ee 
we have heard, were condemned, for taking away the wine; oa i 
the Armenians and others for not using water also; others 
were condemned for changing the wine into milk or honey, 
mixed with water; others substituted grapes instead of wine ; 
others pulse instead of bread. Of all which, because we have 
spoken before in the two foregoing sections, I need say no 
more in this place. But besides these there was once a sense- 
less sect, which thought they did not celebrate the eucharist in 
perfection unless they offered cheese together with the bread. 
Whence they had the name of Artotyrite, from &pros, which 
in Greek signifies bread, and rupds, cheese. This is the account 
which Epiphanius 7 gives of them, and after him St. Austin, 
saying, ‘the Artotyrites are so called from their oblation: for 
they offer bread and cheese, saying that the first oblations, 
that were offered by men in the infancy of the world, were of 
the fruits of the earth and of sheep.’ 

9. There were others who wholly rejected the use of all ex- And of ‘ 
ternal symbols or sacraments in general, and consequently both rajected the 
baptism and the eucharist, upon a pretence that faith and know- papel 


ledge and spiritual worship were the only things that were re- altogether. 


% 1.8. c. 12. (Cotel. v. 1. Pp. 402.) rupdv, ral ovTws moeiy Ta abréy 
‘Qoavrors cal rd srorn, toy kepacas €€ pvoTnpta 
owou ral véaros, cal ayidcas, enéd@- 88 De Heresibus, c. 28. (t. 8. 
Kev abrois, Aéywr, Hliere €£ abrov p. 10 e.) Artotyrite sunt, quibus 
navres. oblatio eorum hoc nomen dedit: 

37 Her. 4 49: Pepuz. n. II. (t. I. offerunt enim panem et caseum, 
p. 418 d.) “Aprorupiras 3¢ avrovs dicentes, a primus hominibus obla- 
Kahovow, and rou éy rois avrev tiones de fructibus terre et ovium 
puotnpios, emriévras dprov kai fuisse celebratas. 
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quired of Christians. Upon this pretence the Ascodrute, who 
were a sort of Gnostics, neither administered baptism nor the 
eucharist in their society: they said the divine mysteries were 
incorporeal and invisible things, and therefore not to be repre- 
sented by such corporeal and visible things as water or bread 
and wine; but perfect knowledge was their redemption. So 
Theodoret®9 describes them. And so both he? and Epi- 
phanius‘! describe another abominable sect, who, from one of 
their principal tenets, were called Archontics. They taught 
that the. world was not made by the Supreme God, but by 
certain inferior powers, seven or eight in number, whom they 
called archontes, rulers of the several orbs of the heavens, one 
above another, to the chief of which they gave the name of 
Sabaoth: and they pretended that baptism and the eucharist 
were only institutions of this Sabaoth, the God of the Jews and 
Giver of the Law, and not the ordinances of the Supreme God ; 
for which reason they wholly rejected the use of them. 

Some other such sects there were among the ancient heresies, 
who despised the eucharist upon the like pretences*?: but 
these are sufficient to show us what sort of men they were that 
anciently contemned this holy ordinance; and therefore, with- 
out further digressing to make any nicer inquiry after them, I 
now return to the business and service of the Church. 


CHAP. III. 
Of the oblation and consecration prayers. 

1. As soon as the people’s offerings were made, and bread 
and wine were set apart for the eucharist, they proeeeded to 
the solemn consecration of them. The manner of which is de- 
scribed at large in the Constitutions; which I will first set 


The form 
of thanks- 
giving and 
consecra- 
tion-pray- 
ers, de~ 











39 Heret. Fabul. I. 1. c. ro. (t. 4. 
part. 1. p. 302) Otro: 3€ act, 
2) xpnva ra Oia pvornpia, dopd- 
Tov dvyra ovpfora, & dpapevon ems- 
reheicOa mpayyaroy, cal rd dow- 
para & alcOyraéy nal copartixar. 
Elva: 8¢ ry reXelay drodvrpacw Thy 
GAn6y rov svros éniyveow.... Au 
rovro, ofre Bamrif{over rovs mpoct- 
évras, ovdé eémtreXeiras wap avrois 
tov Barricparos td puornptor’ dv- 
Tpwcw yap Kalovcr THY THY Shey 
ériyvecty. 


40 Ibid. c. 11. tot. (p. 303.) "Ex d€ 
TouTmy, K.r.A. 

41 Heer. 40. Archontic. n. 2. tot. 
See b.11. ch.2. 8.2. v.4. p. 16. 0.55. 

42 Vid. Origen. epi Evyns, n. 13. 
[juxt. Ed. Oxon. 8vo.] penitua 
auferentes, que sensibus percipiun- 
tur, nec baptismum nec eucharistiam 
usurpantes, &c. [Juxt. Ed. Bened. 
(t. 1. p. 204 a.) “He yropuys mpoioray- 
rat of rd aicOyrd mavrn dvatpouvres* 
cat pyre Barricpati, pyre evyapotia 
xXpmpevas, x. T.A. Ep. 
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down here, and then compare the several parts of it with the scribed out 
authentic accounts we have in other ancient writers. shanna 
‘Immediately then,’ after the first prayers for the faithful are 
ended, ‘the deacon is ordered‘? to give a solemn admonition, 
saying, [Ipécxapev, Let us give attention! Then the bishop or 
priest salutes the Church, saying, The peace of God be with 
you all! and the people answer, And with thy spirit! After 
this, the deacon says to them all, Salute ye one another with 
an holy kiss! Then the clergy salute the bishop, and laymen 
their fellow-laymen, and the women the women; the children 
standing before the bema, (that is either the reading-desk or 
the altar,) with a deacon attending them to see that they keep 
good order; others of the deacons walking about the church, 
and inspecting the men and women, that there be no tumult, 
nor making of signs to one another, nor whispering, nor sleep- 
ing; and others standing at the men’s gate, and the sub- 
deacons at the women’s gate, that the doors be not opened for 
any to go in or out in the time of oblation. After this, the 
subdeacon brings water to the priests to wash their hands, as 
a sign of the purity of those souls that are consecrated unto 
God.’ ‘ Immediately after this a deacon cries out +4, Let none of 
the catechumens be present, none of the hearers, none of the 
unbelievers, none of the heterodox party! Ye that have made 


consecration prayers. 


43 Lib. 8. c. 11. 


(Cotel. v. 1. 
p. ae Mera rovro Xeyera 6 dtaxovos, 
Ipéoxeapev” xai aonalérOw 6 éni- 
Gxorros TH éexxAnoiay, cai Aeyéro, ‘H 
eipnyn rou Geov pera mavrov tyudv' 
cat 6 Xads drroxpwwdobm, Kal pera rov 
nvevpards cov’ kal é diaxovos eladrw 
waow, AondoacOe addndous ev du- 
Anpart ayip’ xal aonalécbwcay oi 
Tov KAnpov roy erioxoroy, ol daixol. 
dydpes rovs Naitkovs, al yuvaixes ras 
yuvaixas’ ra radia 8€ ornxérocay 
spos re Bnyuars’ «al Sidxovos aibrois 
repos Core épectas, Orws pt) drax- 
reo xal GdAoe Siaxovor epirarei- 
Twcay, xal oxoneirwoay Tous dvdpas 
kat Tas yuvaixas, Gros py OdpuBds tis 

ivaras, Kal py Tis vevon, ) WiOupion, 

yuotagy’ of 8¢ Scdxovor iaracbwoay 
els ras rav av8pev Oupas, xal of t1ro- 
Sidxovor els ras Trav yuvaor’ dros 
7 bi €£edXOor, pyre dvotyOn 1) Oipa, 
nay morés Tis f Kata Toy Katpdy THs 


avadopas’ els 8¢ wrodidxovos diddre 
drdévuwuw yxetpav rois lepevot, cip- 
Bodov xabapérnros uxav ep ava- 
Ketpevoy. 

44 Ibid. c. 32. (p. 398.) Snpi de 
naya "laxwBos ...iy evdds 6 dudxovos 
Aéyn’ Mn res r&v xarnxouperor’ py 
Tis dkpowpévey’ pn tis Tay arioroy’ 
pn Tis rdy Erepoddéwv’ of riv rpdrny 
evyny ebxdpevos mpoedGere’ ra radia 
mpocdappaverbe ai prtépes® pn Tes 
Kata Twos’ py ris éy Uroxpiae’ dpGol 
apos Kupiov pera PdBov Kal rpduou 
éqrares he mpoopepety. Qy yevo~ 
péveoy of Otdxovo: mpovayéTwcay Ta 
sdpa rq eriaxdén@ mpds ro Ovctacrn- 
ptov’ xal of mpeoBurepo ex Sefcov 
avrov xal €£ ebovipov ornxérwcay, 
os dy padnral rapecraores didacxdAg: 
Bv0 8é Sidxovor €§ éxarépoy ray pepwy 
rov Guavacrnpiov xatexérwooay «£ 
iévoy Aerrav puridiwy,  mrepav 
raa@vos,  obdyys’ xal fuepa droco- 


262 The oblation and XV. ni. 


the first prayer go forth,—apoédere,—(or rather, as Cotelerius 
thinks it ought to be read, mpooéA@ere,—Ye that have made 
the first prayers draw near: for this seems to be spoken to 
the communicants as an invitation.) Ye mothers take your 
children and bring them with you. Let no one come with 
enmity against another; no one im hypocrisy. Let us stand 
upright before the Lord, with fear and trembling to offer our 
sacrifice. This said, the deacons bring ra depa, the elements, 
to the bishop at the altar; the presbyters standing on each 
hand of him, and two deacons with their fans [é:7{:a} to drive 
away the little insects, that none of them fall mto the cup. 
Then the bishop standing at the altar with the presbyters, 
makes a private prayer by himself, having on his white or 
bright vestment, and signing himself with the sign of the cross 
in his forehead. Which done, he says, The grace of Almighty 
God, and the love of our Lord Jesus Christ, and the fellowship 
of the Holy Ghost be with you all! And the people answer 
with one voice, And with thy spirit! Then the bishop says, 
Lift up your hearts! and they all answer, We lift them up unto 
the Lord! The bishop says again, Let us give thanks to thie 
Lord! and the people answer, It is meet and right so to do!’ 
‘Then let the bishop say, It is very meet and right above all 
things to praise thee the true God, who art before all crea- 
tures, of whom the whole family in heaven and earth is named, 
who art the only unbegotten, without original, without king, 
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without lord, who hast need of nothing, who art the author of 
all good, who art above all cause and generation, and always 
the same, of whom all things have their original and existence. 
For thou art original knowledge, eternal sight, hearing with- 
out beginning, and wisdom without teaching; the first in na- 
ture, and the law of existing, exceeding all number. Who 
madest all things to exist out of nothing by thy only-begotten 
Son, whom thou didst beget before all ages by thy will, and 
power, and goodness, without the intervention of any, who is 
thy only-begotten Son, the Word that is God, the living wis- 
dom, the first-born of every creature, the angel of thy great 
council, thy high-priest, but the King and Lord of all the 
creatures, both visible and invisible, who is before all things, 
and by whom all things consist. For thou, O eternal God, 
didst create all things by him, and by him thou dost vouchsafe 
to rule and govern them in the orderly ways of thy providence. 
By whom thou didst give them being, by him also thou didst 
give them a well-being. O God and Father of thy only-be- 
gotten Son, who by him didst create the Cherubims and Sera- 
phims, the ages and hosts, the dominions and powers, the 
principalities and thrones, the archangels and angels, and after 
them didst by him create this visible world, and all things that 
are therein. For thou art he that hast established the heavens 
as an arch, and extended them like a curtain: that hast 
founded the earth upon nothing by thy sole will; that hast 
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fixed the firmament, and formed night and day; that hast 
brought the light out of thy treasures and superadded dark- 
ness for a covering, to give rest to the creatures that move in 
the world; that hast set the sun in the heaven to govern the 
day, and the moon to govern the night; and ordered the 
course of the stars, to the praise of thy magnificent power ; 
that hast made the water for drink and purgation, and the 
vital air both for breathing and speaking ; that hast made the 
fire to be a comfort in darkness, to supply our wants, and that 
we should be both warmed and enlightened thereby ; that hast 
divided the great sea from the earth, and made the one navi- 
gable, and the other passable on foot; that hast filled the one 
with small and great animals, and the other with tame and 
wild beasts; that hast crowned the earth with plants and 
herbs of all sorts, and adorned it with flowers, and enriched it 
with seeds; that hast established the deep, and set a great 
barrier about it, walling the great heaps of salt water, and 
bounding them with gates of the smallest sand; that some- 
times raisest the same deep to the magnitude of mountains by 
thy winds, and sometimes layest it plain like a field; now 
making it rage with a storm, and then again quieting it with a 
calm, that they which sail therein may find a safe and gentle 
passage ; that hast begirt the world, which thou createdst by 
Christ, with rivers, and watered it with brooks, and filled it 
with springs of living water always flowing, and bound up the 
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earth with mountains, to give it a firm and unmoveable situa- 
tion. Thou hast filled thy world, and adorned it with odori- 
ferous and medicinal herbs, with a multitude and variety of 
animals, weaker and stronger, some for meat and some for 
labour, some of a mild and some of a fiercer nature; with the 
hissing of serpents, and sweeter notes of birds of divers kinds ; 
with the revolution of years, and numbers of months and days, 
and orders of stated seasons, with flying clouds producing rain, 
for the procreation of fruits and preservation of animals; with 
winds to blow in order at thy command, and a multitude of 
plants and herbs. Neither hast thou only made the world, 
but created man in it to be the citizen of the world, and made 
him the ornament of thy beautiful structure. For thou saidst 
to thy own Wisdom, Let us make man in our own image and 
likeness, and let him have dominion over the fish of the sea 
and over the fowl of the air. And therefore thou madest him 
of an immortal soul and a dissolvable body; creating the one 
out of nothing, and the other out of the four elements: and 
gavest him in his soul a rational knowledge, a power to discern 
between piety and impiety, and a judgment to distinguish be- 
tween good and evil; and in his body the privilege and faculty 
of five several senses, with the power of local motion. For 
thou, O God Almighty, didst by Christ plant Paradise in Eden 
towards the east, adorning it with all kinds of plants meet for 
food, and placing man therein as in a well-furnished house : 
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and in his creation thou gavest a natural law implanted in his 
mind, that thereby he might have within himself the seeds of 
divine knowledge. And when thou hadst placed him in the 
Paradise of delights and pleasure, thou gavest him power to 
eat of all things, only forbidding him to taste of one kind, in 
expectation of something better: that if he observed that com- 
mand, he might attain to immortality as the reward of his 
obedience. But he neglecting this command, and by the fraud 
of the Serpent and the counsel of the woman tasting the for- 
bidden fruit, thou didst justly drive him out of Paradise, and 
yet in goodness did not despise him when he had destroyed 
himself; for he was thy workmanship; but thou, who didst 
put the creatures in subjection under him, didst appoint him to 
get his food by labour and sweat, thy providence concurring to 
produce, augment, and bring all things to maturity and per- 
fection. Thou didst suffer him for a while to sleep the sleep 
of death, and then with an oath calledst him again to a rege- 
neration: dissolving the bands of death and promising him life 
by a resurrection. And not only so; but giving him an innu- 
merable posterity, thou didst glorify such of them as adhered 
to thee, and punishedst those that apostatized from thee; re- 
ceiving the sacrifice of Abel as an holy man, and rejecting the 
offering of Cain as abominable for murdering his brother. 
Thou didst also receive Seth and Enos, and translate Enoch. 
For thou art the creator of men, and the author of hfe, and 
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the supplier of all their wants, their lawgiver, that rewardest 
those that keep thy laws, and punishest those that transgress 
them. Thou didst bring an universal deluge upon the world 
because of the multitude of the ungodly, but deliveredst 
righteous Noah out of the flood with eight souls in thy ark, 
making him the end of the preceding generation, and the 
father of those that were to come. Thou didst kindle a dread- 
ful fire against the five cities of the Sodomites, and turn a 
fruitful land into a vale of salt, for the wickedness of them that 
dwelt therein, but didst deliver righteous Lot from the burning. 
Thou art he that didst deliver Abraham from the impiety of 
his ancestors, and madest him to become heir of the world, 
and didst manifest thy Christ unto him. Thou didst appoint 
Melchisedech to be the high-priest of thy service. Thou didst 
declare thy servant Job, after many sufferings, to be conqueror 
of the Serpent, that first author of evil. Thou madest Isaac to 
be the son of promise. Thou madest Jacob to be the father 
of twelve children, and his offspring to be innumerable, and 
broughtest three-score and fifteen souls into Egypt. Thou, 
Lord, didst not despise Joseph, but for his chastity madest him 
to rule over the Egyptians. Thou, Lord, didst not forget the 
Hebrews when the Egyptians oppressed them, because of the 
promise made to their fathers ; but didst punish the Egyptians, 
and deliver thy people. And when men had corrupted the law 
of nature written in their minds, and some began to think the 
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creatures had their existence of themselves, and honoured 
them above what was meet, placing them in the same rank 
with thee the God of all, thou didst not suffer them to wander 
in error, but raising up thy holy servant Moses, thou didst by 
him promulge a written law to revive and support the law of 
nature ; showing the creatures to be the work of thy hands, 
and thereby expelling the error of polytheism out of religion. 
Thou didst honour Aaron and his posterity with the dignity of 
the priesthood. Thou didst chastise the Hebrews when they 
sinned, and receive them into favour when they turned unto 
thee. Thou didst punish the Egyptians with ten plagues; and, 
dividing the sea, madest the Israelites to pass through it, 
drowning the Egyptians.that pursued them. Thou madest the 
bitter sweet with wood; thou broughtest streams out of the 
rock when thou hadst divided the top of it; thou didst rain 
down manna out of heaven, and give them food out of the air, 
a measure of quails for every day; setting up a pillar of fire 
to give them light by night, and the pillar of the cloud to 
shadow them from heat by day. Thou didst constitute Joshua 
the captain of thy armies, and by him destroy the seven nations 
of the Canaanites, dividing Jordan, and drying up the rivers of 
Ethan, and laying flat the walls of Jericho without any engines 
of war or concurrence of human power. For all these things 
we glorify thee, O Lord Almighty. The innumerable armies 
of angels adore thee; the archangels, thrones, dominions, prin- 
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cipalities, dignities, powers, hosts, and ages; the Cherubims, 
and Seraphims also with six wings, with two of which they 
cover their feet, and with two their faces, and with two they 
fly, saying, with thousand thousands of archangels, and ten 
thousand times ten thousand angels, all crying out without rest 
and intermission,—and let all the people say together with 
them,—Holy, Holy, Holy, Lord of hosts: heaven and earth 
are full of thy glory: blessed art thou for ever !: Amen.’ 

‘And after this let the bishop say, For thou truly art holy, 
the most holy, the most high, far exalted above all things for 
evermore. Holy also is thy only begotten Son, our Lord and 
God, Jesus Christ; who ministering to thee his God and 
Father in all things, both in various works of creation and 
providence, did not despise lost mankind; but after the law of 
nature, after the admonitions of the written law, after the 
reprehensions of the prophets, after the administrations and 
presidency of angels; when men had corrupted both the 
natural and written law, and erased the memory of the flood, 
and the burning of Sodom, and the plagues of Egypt, and 
devastations and slaughters of Palestine, and were now all 
ready to perish; he, who was the Creator of man, chose by 
thy will to become man; the Lawgiver, to be under the law; 
the High Priest, to be the sacrifice; the Shepherd, to be made 
asheep: whereby he appeased thee his God and Father, and 
reconciled the world, and delivered all men from the wrath 
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that hanged over their heads, being born of a virgin, and made 
flesh, God the Word, the beloved Son, the first-born of every 
creature; according to the prophecies which he himself pre- 
dicted of himself, made of the seed of David and Abraham, 
and of the tribe of Judah. He, who was the Former of all 
things that are made, was formed himself in the virgin’s womb. 
He who is without flesh was made flesh; and he who was 
begotten dypdvas, before all time, was born in time. He lived 
an holy life, and taught an holy doctrine; expelling all manner 
of sicknesses and-infirmities from the bodies of men, and work- 
ing signs and miracles among the people. He, who feeds all 
that have need of food, and fills every living creature of his 
own good pleasure and bounty, did himself partake of meat 
and drink and sleep. He manifested thy name to them that 
knew it not. He put ignorance to flight, and revived true 
piety and godliness, fulfilled thy will, and finished the work 
thou gavest him to do: and when all things were thus set in 
order and rectified by him, he was betrayed by the incurable 
malice of one of his own disciples, and apprehended by the 
hands of the wicked, priests and high-priests, falsely so called, 
together with a sinful people; of whom he suffered many 
things, and underwent all manner of indignities by thy per- 
_ mission. He was delivered to Pilate the governor: the Judge 
himself was judged; the Saviour of the world condemned. 
He, who is impassible, was nailed to the cross. He, who is 
immortal by nature, was made subject to death; and the 
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Author of life, who quickens all things, was laid in the grave, 
that he might deliver those from suffering for whose sake he 
came, and set them free from death, and break the bonds of 
the Devil, and deliver men from his frauds and impostures. 
He rose again the third day from the dead, and conversed 
forty days with his disciples, and was taken up into heaven, 
and set at thy right hand, his God and Father.’ 

‘We therefore, in commemoration of these things, which he 
suffered for us, give thanks to thee, Almighty God, not as 
thou deservest, and as is our duty, but dcov duvayeba, as far 
as we are able, so fulfilling his command. For in the same 
night that he was betrayed, he took bread in his holy and 
Immaculate hands, and looking up to thee his God and Father, 
he brake it, and gave it to his disciples, saying, This is the 
mystery of the New Testament ; take of it, and eat it. This is 
my body, which is broken for many for the remission of sins. 
Likewise he mixed a cup of wine and water, and sanctifying it, 
he gave it unto them, saying. Drink ye all of this; for this is 
my blood, which is shed for many for the remission of sins. 
This do in remembrance of me. For as often as ye eat this 
bread, and drink this cup, ye do show forth my death till 
I come. We therefore being mindful of his passion, and 
death, and resurrection from the dead, and his return into 
heaven ; and also of his second coming, when he shall return 
with glory and power to judge the quick and dead, and to 
render to every man according to his works, do offer unto 
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thee, our King and God, this bread and this cup, according to 
his appointment, giving thanks to thee by him, for that thou 
dost vouchsafe to let us stand before thee, and minister unto 
thee ; and we beseech thee to look propitiously upon these 
gifts here set before thee our God, who hast need of nothing, 
_ and to accept them favourably to the honour of thy Christ, 
and to send thy Holy Spirit upon this sacrifice, who is the 
witness of the suffering of our Lord Jesus, that it may make 
this bread the body of thy Christ, and this the blood of thy 
Christ; that they who partake of it may be confirmed in 
godliness, and obtain remission of sins, may be delivered from 
the Devil and his impostures, may be filled with the Holy 
Ghost, and be made worthy of Christ, and obtain eternal life, 
thou being reconciled to them, O Lord Almighty !’ 

‘We beseech thee further, O Lord, for thy holy Church 
from one end of the earth to the other, which thou hast pur- 
chased with the precious blood of thy Christ, that thou wouldest 
be pleased to keep it unshaken and immoveable by any storms 
or tempests to the end of the world. We pray also for the 
whole episcopacy, or universal college of bishops, rightly 
dividing the word of truth. We pray for me thy unworthy 
servant, who am now offering unto thee, and for the whole 
presbytery and deacons, and all the clergy, that thou wouldest 
give them all wisdom, and fill them with thy Holy Spirit. We 
pray thee, O Lord, for the king and all that are in authority, 
and for the whole army, that our affairs may be transacted in 
peace: that passing our time in quietness and concord, we may 
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glorify thee through Jesus Christ, our hope, all the days of 
our life. We offer unto thee for all thy saints that have 
lived well-pleasing in thy sight from the foundation of the 
world, for patriarchs, prophets, holy men, apostles, martyrs, 
bishops, confessors, presbyters, deacons, subdeacons, readers, 
singers, virgins, widows, laymen, and all whose names thou 
knowest. We offer unto thee for this people, that thou wouldest 
make them, to the glory of thy Christ, a royal priesthood, and 
an holy nation ; for all that live in virginity and chastity ; for 
the widows of the Church; for all that live in honest marriage 
and procreation of children; for the infants of thy people ; 
that none of us be a cast-away. We pray thee for this city, 
and all that dwell therein; for those that are in sickness, in 
cruel bondage and slavery, in banishment, or under confisca- 
tion and proscription, for all that travel by sea or by land, that 
thou wouldest be their succour, and an universal helper and 
defender to them all. We pray thee for those that hate us, 
and persecute us for thy name, for them that are yet without 
and wandering in error, that thou wouldest convert them to 
good, and mitigate their fury. We pray thee for the catechu- 
mens of the Church ; for the energumens, that are tossed and 
tormented by the adversary the Devil; for all our brethren 
that are doing penance, that thou wouldest perfect the former 
in faith, and cleanse and deliver the second from the power 
and agitation of the wicked one, and receive the repentance of 
the last, and pardon both them and us whatever offences we 
have committed against thee. We offer unto thee likewise for 
the temperature of the air, and the increase of the fruits of the 
earth, that we, continually partaking of those good things 
which thou bestowest on us, may without ceasing praise thee, 
who givest food unto all flesh. We also pray for those, who 
upon any just and reasonable cause are now absent, that thou 
wouldest vouchsafe to preserve us all in godliness, and keeping 
us without change, blame, or rebuke, to gather us into the 
kingdom of thy Christ, the God of all things in nature, visible 
and invisible, and our King. For to thee, Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost, is due all glory and worship and thanksgiving and 
honour and adoration, now and for ever throughout all ages 
world without end. And let all the people answer, Amen !” 
After this the bishop is appointed to say again, The peace 
BINGHAM, VOL. V. T 
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of God be with you all! to which the people answer, And 
with thy spirit! And then the deacon calls upon the people 
to join with him in another prayer, which is termed zpoodé- 
ynois, a bidding-prayer, for the faithful after the divine obla- 
tion, in these words‘*:: 

‘ Let us pray yet again and again to God by his Christ for this 
gift, which is offered to the Lord God; that the good God would 
receive it to his altar in heaven for a sweet smelling savour by 
the mediation of his Christ. Let us pray for this Church and 
people; for the whole society of bishops, and presbyters, and 
deacons, and ministers, and the whole Catholic Church ; that the 
Lord would keep and preserve them all. Let us pray for kings 
and all that are in authority ; that our affairs may go on with 
tranquillity, and that we may lead a quiet and peaceable life in 
all godliness and honesty. Let us commemorate the holy 
martyrs, that we may be thought worthy to have fellowship in 
their conflicts and engagements. Let us pray for those that 
rest in faith. Let us pray for the temperature of the air, and 
increase of the fruits of the earth, that they may grow to per- 
fection. Let us pray for those that are newly baptized, that 
they may be confirmed in faith. Let us all exhort and excite 
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his grace. Then let the bishop say: O God, that art great, 
great in name, great in counsel, and mighty in works; the 
God and Father of thy Holy Son Jesus our Saviour; look 
favourably upon us and this thy flock, which thou hast chosen 
in him to the glory of thy name. Sanctify our bodies and 
souls; and grant that we, being pure from all filthiness of flesh 
and spirit, may obtain the good things that are set before us ; 
and that thou mayest judge none of us unworthy, but be our 
helper, defender, and protector, through thy Christ ; to whom 
with thee and the Holy Spirit, be glory, honour, and praise, 
doxology and thanksgiving, for ever. Amen |’ 

‘And when all the people have said, Amen! let the deacon 

cry again, [Ipécxwpev, Let us give attention! Then the bishop 
shall speak to the people, saying, Ta ayia rots dylois, Holy 
things for those that are holy! And the people shall answer, 
There is one Holy, one Lord, one Jesus Christ, to the glory 
of God the Father, blessed for ever. Amen! Glory be to God 
on high, and in earth peace, good will towards men! Hosanna 
to the Son of David! Blessed be the Lord God, that came in 
the name of the Lord, and manifested himself unto us! Ho- 
sanna in the highest!’ 

This is the whole service preceding the act of communi- 
cating, as it is delivered in the Constitutions; which I have 
here represented all together as it lies there, that the reader 
may see it in one view. I shall now compare the several 
parts and branches of it with the certain accounts we have 
of them in other authentic writers; beginning with that which 
was the first in order, the minister’s salutation of the people. 

2. It has been observed before *°, that this form of saluting the This ac- 
people, by saying, Peace be with you! or, The Lord be with ae iad 
you! or, The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, &c., be with what is 
you ! was the usual preface and introduction to. all holy offices, aren 
and therefore always used before prayers, especially those that Pie, ee 
were offered up at the altar. Theodoret‘? says, it was used the form of 

moare Te hag ovrw, Ta dyta trois Kupiov, Oeds Kupios, xai émepa pero 
ayioss* kal & dads tmaxovero, Els nyiv. ‘Qoavva éy rois thioras. Ep with you ! 
*Aytos, ets Kupuos, els Incots Xptores, 46 B.14. ch.4. 8.14. v.5. p.138. {eo 
els ddfay Gcot Marpds, EvAcynris els Ep. 146. ad Ioan. p. 1039. 
rovs alavas* “Auny. Adga sf fe aks (t. 4. part. 2. p. 1260.) Totro bé év 
Ged, xai eri yns elpnyn, év avOpwnos mdoats rais éxxAnciats THS puoTIKYS 
eddoxia. ‘Qoavya rh Yip AaBid. Ev- dort Necroupyias mpooipioy. 

Aoynpevos Oo épxydpevos ev dydpart j 
rs 
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both at the entrance of their sermons and the mystical service, 
by which he means this part of the communion-office. Cyril of 
Alexandria‘® says the same, that they used it in the beginning 
of their mysteries; and that Christ made it a law, as it were, 
unto the Church, by saying so often to his disciples, Peace be 
unto you! But no one speaks more fully of it than St. Chry- 
sostom. He says49, they used it in all their offices; ‘ when they 
first came into the church; when they preached; when they 
gave the benediction; when they commanded the people to sa- 
lute one another with the kiss of peace; when the sacrifice was 
offered ; and at other times in the communion-service.’ Where 
it is observable, that he speaks of this salutation as used four 
times at least in this part of the communion-office, besides 
other occasions. In another place®°, exhorting Christians not 
to follow the customs of the Jews, but to be at unity and peace 
among themselves, he uses this argument: ‘There 1s nothing 
comparable to peace and concord. Therefore when the bishop 
first enters the church, before ever he goes up to his throne, 
he says, Peace be unto you all! When he rises up to preach, 
he does not begin before he has given the peace to all. When 
the priests are about to make the benediction prayers, they 
first use this salutation, and then begin their benedictions. So 
also the deacon, when he bids you pray in common, among 
other things he reminds you to pray for the angel of peace ; 
and when he dismisses you from this assembly, he prays for 
you in the same manner, saying, Go in peace! And there is 
nothing at all said or done without this.’ In another Homily, 
upon the Descent of the Holy Ghost*!, he gives the reason why 
it was more particularly used at the Lord’s table. ‘The bishop,’ 
says he, ‘not only when he goes into his throne, and when he 
preaches, and when he prays, uses this form; but when he 
stands at this holy table, when he is about to offer the tre- 


48 I. 12. in Ioan. 20, 21. (t. 4. Pp. Pp. 348 c.)” Oray elo érOn 6 rijs éexAn- 


1093 ¢.) Karacmdferat 8e wad, 76 
aounbes éxeivo Aéywv, Toit’ €or ei- 
pin Up, wopoy Sowep riva cal roy 
émi roure ribeis Tois THs éxeAnolas 
réxvos* Tovyapros Kat év le ayias 
padiora rvnsbou, § roe cuvafect, map’ 
abras rov puarnpiov ras dpyas, rotro 
cal 7 L pets ardAnras paper. 
49 Hom. 3. in Col. p. 1338. (t. 11. 


oias mpocatas, evOews Aéyer, Eipn 
nao.’ Gray Susrg, silty waosy’ ul 
ebdoy7, Eipnyn Tacw... kat perafd 
mad, Xapis byw Kal cipiy. 

50 Hom. 52. In eos, qui Pascha 
jejunant. t. 5. B tee See b. 13. ch. 
6. 8.5. V.4.p .n. 82. 

a1 om. 6. ae Pentecost. t. 5. p. 
§53- See the same, p. 458. n. 78. 
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mendous sacrifice, he does not touch the oblation before he has 
prayed that the grace of the Lord may be with you! and ye 
have answered, And with thy spirit! by which answer ye re- 
mind yourselves, that it is not the minister who effects any 
thing in this matter, neither is the consecration of the gifts 
there lying the work of human nature, but that it is the grace 
of the Spirit, then present and descending upon the elements, 
that makes this mystical sacrifice.’ There are several other 
passages to the same purpose in his other Homilies*? upon the 
Gospels and St. Paul’s Epistles, which, because the reader may 
find them at large in the extract of the Liturgy above out of 
St. Chrysostom’s works +3, [ will not here repeat. 

The same custom was always observed in the Latin Church. 
For Tertullian plainly refers to it when he objects it to the 
heretics, that they gave the peace to all without exception ; 
implying that the Church used it, but with some distinction. 
Optatus*> says, the Donatists retained the form, but grossly 
abused it in their practice. ‘They could not omit the solemn 
words : they said Peace be unto you! But why,’ says he, ‘ dost 
thou salute men with that which thou hast not? Why dost thou 
name peace that hast destroyed it? Thou salutest men with 
the words of love and peace, who hast nothing of the reality 
and substance of it.’ 

In the Spanish Church they used a like form, though not 
altogether the same. For, by an order of the first Council of 
Braga*© it was appointed, ‘that both bishops and presbyters 
should use one and the same form of salutation, that is, The 
Lord be with you! as it is in the book of Ruth; and that the 
people should answer, And with thy spirit! as all the East 


received it by tradition from 


§2 Hom. 18. in 2 Cor. p.873. See 
the same, s. 9. p. 471. n. 26.—Hom. 
36. in 1 Cor. p.652. See the same, 
p. 469. n. 15.—Hom. 33. in Matth. 
p.318. See the same, s. 7. p. 464. 


n. 96. 
B. 13. ch. 6. v. 4. pp. 440, seqq. 
§1 De Preescript. c. 41. (p. 217 b.) 
Pacem quoque passim cum omnibus 
miscent. 
_ 41.3. p. 73 (p- 79.) Non potu- 
istis preetermittere quod legitimum 
est. Utique dixistis, Paz vobiscum ! 
. +» Quid salutas, de quo non habes? 


the Apostles, and not as the 


Quid nominas, quod exterminasti? 
Salutas de pace, qui non amas. 

5 C. a1 [al Bracar. 2. c. 3.] (t. 5. 
p- 840 c.) Placuit ut non aliter epi- 
scopi, et aliter presbyteri populum, 
sed uno modo, salutent, dicentes, 
Dominus sit vobiscum! sicut in li- 
bro Ruth legitur et ut respondeatur 
A populo, Et cum spiritu tuo! sicut 
et ab ipsis Apostolis traditum omnis 
retinet Oriens, et non sicut Priscil- 
liana pravitas immutavit (al. permu- 
tavit]. 
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Priscillian heresy hath changed it.’ What change the Priscil- 
lianists had made in this matter is not very clear. Some learned 
men*’ are of opinion that they would allow the bishops to use 
no other form but Paz vobis! and the presbyters only to 
say, Dominus vobiscum! whence they conclude, that the 
word Oriens, the East, must have crept into the canon instead 
of the West; because it is so evident that all the Eastern 
Church used the form, Paz vobis! both in the salutation of 
bishops and presbyters. But I should rather think the Priscil- 
lian pravity, here complained of, was their denying the people 
the liberty of making their proper response, and bearing their 
part in the service, by saying, And with thy spirit! as had 
been the custom of all the East from the time of the Apostles. 
However this be, I cannot forbear to say, it is the very error 
and pravity which the Church of Rome has since run into. 
For Bona himself owns**, that though it was customary im the 
ancient Church for all the congregation, and not only the 
clerks, to answer the priest by saying, And with thy spirit ! 
yet now it is otherwise in the Church of Rome, where the clerks 
only make this response, and the people are wholly excluded 
from it. For which no other reason can be assigned, but the 
magisterial authority of that Church, pretending to prescribe 
what she pleases to the people, with a non obstante to any rule 
or tradition of the ancient Church. 

St. Chrysostom’s reasoning in behalf of the people’s bearing 
a part in prayer with the priest is of much more weight, and 
with it I will conclude this paragraph. ‘ Great is the power of 
the congregation, that is, of the whole Church,’ says he59. ‘ It 


57 Garsias Loaisain C. Bracar.loc. ri docti observarunt.—Habert. Ar- 


citat. (CC. ibid. p.844 b.) Nam in 
missis privatis, et in solemnioribus, 
rima vice episcopus salutat hac 
orma, Paz vobis! postea dicitur, 
Dominus vobiscum ! sicuti sacerdos: 
quod Priscillianus negabat, affir- 
mans, esse Paz vobis! tantum ab 
episcopo dicendum semper; a s8a- 
cerdote vero, Dominus vobiscum !— 
Bona, Rer. Liturg. |. 2. c. 5. n. 1. (p. 
282.) Priscillianus enim, ut ad hunc 
canonem notat Garsias Loaisa, nor 
seme] tantum, ut moris est, sed sem- 
per ab episcopis dicendum esse Paz 
vobis! contendebat. In hunc autem 
canonem mendum irrepsisse, ut pro 
Occidens Oriens legatur, dudum vi- 


chierat. ad Rit. Ordinat. observ. 5. 
(p.330.) In Oriente tamen episcopus 
dicit, Paz vobis! et formula, Kuptos 
peO” nyudy rdvreyv, Dominus cum om- 
nibus nobis, in Liturgia solum B. 
Marci, idque semel, reperitur. Quid 
si Occidens pro Oriente legendum ? 
sed codices consulendi.— Hamon 
L’Estrange, Alliance of Divine Of- 
fices, ch. 3. p. 82. (Reprint, p. 121.) 
Ritualists observe, &c. 

58 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c.5. n.1. p. 
501. (p. 283.).... Nune soli clerici 
vel ministri respondent. 

69 Hom. 18. in 2 Cor. p. 872. (t. 
10. p. 568 a.).... Meyddn  Surayis 
THs cuvdcon, Fyouy Tey éxKANTIOY’.. . 
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was their prayer that delivered Peter from his bonds, and 
opened the mouth of Paul. Their suffrage is a peculiar orna- 
ment to those who are called to the spiritual offices of govern- 
ment. And therefore he who is about to perform the office of 
ordination at that time requires their prayers, and they join 
their suffrage, crying out in those words which they that are 
initiated in the holy mysteries know: for we may not speak 
all things openly before the unbaptized. There are some 
things wherein there is no difference between priest and people; 
as when they are to partake of the tremendous mysteries. 
For we are all alike admitted to them: not as under the Old 
Testament, when the priest eat one thing and the people an- 
other ; and it was not lawful for the people to partake of those 
things, which the priest alone might partake of. It is not so 
now, but there is one body and one cup proposed in common 
to all. So also in the prayers one may now observe the people 
to contribute a great deal. For common prayers are made for 
the energumens and for the penitents both by the priest and 
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people. For they all say that one and the same prayer, the 
prayer so full of mercy. Again, when we exclude those from 
the sanctuary who cannot partake of the holy table, we are all 
obliged to make another prayer, in which we all fall down 
alike on the earth, and all rise up together. Again, when we 
are to give and receive the peace, or kiss of peace, we all in 
like manner salute each other. And again in celebrating the 
holy mysteries the priest prays for the people and the people 
for the priest. For these words, And with thy spirit! are 
nothing else but the people’s prayer. In like manner the 
prayer of thanksgiving is a common prayer. For not only the 
priest gives thanks, but all the people also. For when he has 
first received their answer, declaring their consent that it is 
meet and right so to do, then he begins the thanksgiving. 
And why should you wonder that the people sometimes speak 
with the priest, when they are allowed to send up those holy 
hymns in common with the very Cherubims and celestial powers 
above? I have spoken all this,’ adds he, ‘ to make every mem- 
ber of the Church, though he be an inferior, to become watch- 
ful and vigilant; and to teach us that we are all one body, and 
only differ from each other as members do from the members 
of the same body; and that we should not cast all upon the 
priests, but every one bear his share in his concern for the 
whole Church, as one common body.’ I will now leave any 
ingenuous reader to judge whose reasons are strongest and 
most rational ; those of Chrysostom, who thus pleads the peo- 
ple’s right in bearing a part in the public service of God, or 
theirs who by an overbearing authority deny them their just 
right ; and as they have taken away the cup, and the Bible, 
and the key of knowledge from them, so have they also denied 
them the liberty of joining in common prayer with the priest, 
which was their uncontested privilege in the ancient Church. 

Secondly, 3. But I proceed with the Constitutions. As there, imme- 

sina diately after the priest has given the salutation of peace, and 
the people have returned their answer, a deacon goes on to 
proclaim solemnly that they should salute one another with an 
holy kiss; and so the clergy salute the bishop, and laymen 
their fellow-laymen, and women one another ; it is in the very 
same manner represented in other writers. 
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The Council of Laodicea ©, describing the order of the 
ancient service, says, ‘ After the prayers of the faithful, the 
peace should be given: and after the presbyters have given 
the peace to the bishop, and laymen the peace to one another, 
the holy oblation should be offered.’ After the same manner 
Cyril of Jerusalem ® speaks of it, as coming before the Sursum 
corda! Lift up your hearts to the Lord! A deacon cries, 
Receive one another, salute one another with an holy kiss. 
Which, he says, was a symbol of reconciliation, and forgiving 
all injuries whatsoever. St. Chrysostom often mentions it © 
among other arguments to excite men to unity and charity ; 
reminding them of this symbol of peace and reconciliation, and 
how great a piece of pageantry and mere hypocrisy it was to 
give this kiss, as Judas did, without cordial love and sincere 
affection. Particularly in one place ™ he notes the circum- 
stance of time when this ceremony was used, that is, before 
the oblation, when the sacrifice was about to be offered: which 
agrees exactly with the time specified in the Constitutions. 
The same is noted long before by Justin Martyr %, that it was 


© C. 19. (t. 1. p. 1900 d.) Ei? ned. 78. al. 77.] in Ioan. p. soo. (t. 
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elpnyny 88dva, nai ovrw rHy ayiay 
mpooopay émredcio Oat. 

61 Catech. [23. ] Mystag. 5. nN. 2. 
[al. 3.] (p. 326 a.) Elra Bog 6 did- 
xovos, AAAnAous amoAafere, xal ad- 
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62 Hom. 20. (Bened. 19. al. 20.] 
in Matth. p. 205. (t. 7. p. 257 a.) 
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14. in Eph. p. 1128. (t. 11. p. 108 d.) 
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nal UBpifes; rogovrots cov Td ordpa 
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(eis; 1, mapaxako.— Hom. 77. (Be- 


de Proditore. t. 5. p. 565. (t. 2. p. 
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between the common prayers for the whole state of Christ’s 
Church, and the prayers of consecration. ‘ For,’ says he, 
‘when prayers are ended, we salute one another with a kiss : 
and after that bread and wine and water are brought to the 
president of the brethren, who receiving them, gives praise 
and glory to the God of all things, in the name of the Son and 
the Holy Spirit.’ 

In the Latin Church the same custom was observed, only 
with this difference, that it came not before, but after the con- 
secration-prayers and the Lord’s Prayer, immediately before 
the distribution. For so St. Austin or Cassarius Arelatensis 
represents it, in describing the order of the service: ‘ When 
the consecration is ended, we say the Lord’s Prayer; and after 
that, Peace be with you ! and then Christians salute one an- 
other with an holy kiss, which is a sign of peace, if that be 
really in their hearts which they pretend with their lips.’ He 
mentions the thing in other places, and seems to intimate that 
the Donatists observed the same ceremony, though they had 
nothing of the peace that was intended by it. In his Books 
against Petilian ©, speaking of one Optatus Gildonianus, a 
Donatist bishop, who had been a great oppressor of widows 
and orphans, and infamous for many other barbarous cruelties, 
he says, notwithstanding all this, ‘they gave him the kiss of 
peace when they received the sacrament at his hands.’ In 
another place ©” he compares the Donatists to crows, and the 
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65 Serm. 83. de Divers. t. 10. p. 
556. (al. Serm. 227.] (t.5. p-974¢-) 


Ubi est peracta sanctificatio, dici- 
mus Orationem Dominicam..... 
Post ipsam dicitur, Paz vobiscum, 
et ergata! se Christiani in osculo 
sancto, quod est signum pacis, si 
quod atenaunt labia, fiat in con- 
scientia. (The Ed. Bened. reads, 
Pacis stignum est: sicut ostendunt 
labia, fiat in conscientia. En. ] 

66 L. 2. c. 23. (t. 9. p. 233 g-)..- 
Cui pacie osculum inter sacramenta 
copulabatis, in cujus manibus eucha- 
ristiam ponebatis, &c. 

67 In Ioan. tract. 6. p. 21. (t. 3. 
part. 2. p. 332 a.) Habent enim oe- 
cula et corvi, sed in corvis falsa pax, 
in columba vera pax. Non omnis 
ergo, qui dicit, Pax vobiscum ! quasi 
columba audiendus est. Unde ergo 
discernuntur oscula corvorum ab 


§ 3. 


consecration prayers. 283 


Catholics to doves; because, though they both gave the kiss 
of peace, yet the one tare the Church in pieces and fed upon 
its ruins, but the other were innocent and harmless as doves ; 
and by those characters they might be distinguished from each 
other. It appears also from Pope Innocent’s letter to Decen- 
tius 5°, bishop of Eugubium, that it was the general custom of 
the Italic Churches to give the kiss of peace, not before the 
consecration, but after: for it blames those that gave it before, 
and says ‘it ought to come after, as a testimony of their consent 
to all that was done, and as a seal of the consecration-prayer, 
to signify that all was ended.’ Tertullian™ probably upon this 
account gave it the name of signaculum orationis, the seal of 
thetr prayers, as being in his time used when all the prayers 
of consecration were ended. He seems to intimate also that it 
was given promiscuously 7° and without distinction between 
men and women. For among other arguments which he uses 
why a Christian woman should not marry an Heathen, this is 
one, ‘ that he would be unwilling to suffer her to go into the 
prisons to kiss the martyrs’ chains, or at any other times to 
give the kiss of peace to a brother.’ And this is as plainly 
intimated by the ancient writer of the Passion of Felicitas and 
Perpetua 7!, about Tertullian’s time, when he says, ‘ that Feli- 
citas, Perpetua, and Saturus did mutually kiss each other be- 
fore they suffered, that they might consummate their martyr- 
dom by the solemn rite of peace:’ alluding to the usual cus- 
tom of giving the kiss of peace without distinction, though it 
was otherwise observed in the Greek Church. 

There is one thing more proper to be observed out of 


osculis columbarum ? 
corvi, sed laniant: a laniatu inno- 
cens est natura columbarum. Ubi 
ergo laniatus, non est vera in oscu- 
lis pax. Illi habent veram pacem, 


Osculantur pst bcos aguntur, atque in ecclesia 

ebrantur, trae consensum, 

ac finita esse pacis concludentis sig- 
naculo demonstrentur. 

69 De Orat.c. 14. See n. 72, fol- 


qui ecclesiam non laniaverunt: nam 
corvi de morte pascuntur, hoc co- 
lumba non habet. 

68 Ep. 1. ad Decent. c. 1. (CC. t. 
2. pp. 1246 a.) Pacem ergo asserie 
ante confecta mysteria quosdam po- 
pulis imperare, vel sibi inter sacer- 
dotes tradere: cum post omnia, 
quse aperire non debeo, pax sit ne- 
cessario indicenda, per quam con- 
stet populum, ad omnia que in 


lowing. 
70 Ad Uxor. 1. — 4. (p. 168 d.) 


Quis in carcerem ad osculanda vin- 
cula martyris reptare patietur? Jam 
vero alicui fratrum ad osculum con- 
venire? &c. 


7\ Ad calc. Lactantii de Mortibus 
Persecutorum. (p. 35.) Ante jam os- 
culati invicem, ut martyrium per 
solemnia pacis consummarent. 
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Tertallian??, that some made a scruple of giving the kiss of 
peace upon a fast-day, though it were but a private fast of 
their own; whom he reproves, telling them, ‘that the kiss 
of peace was the seal of prayer; that it was never more proper 
than when joined with prayer; that there was no prayer per- 
fect without peace ; that peace was no impediment to a man in 
doing his duty to the Lord; that whatever reason they had 
for it, their reason was not stronger than the observation of 
the precept, which obliges us to conceal our fasts. Whereas, 
when we refrain from the kiss of peace, that discovers us to be 
fasting. We may at home omit this ceremony of giving the 
peace, because there our fasts cannot be wholly concealed from 
the family: but in other places, where you may conceal your 
action, you ought to remember the precept of the Lord; and 
so you may observe the discipline of the Church abroad, and 
your own custom at home.’ Tertullian, we see, speaks this of 
private fasts, which he thinks no reason for men’s refusing the 
kiss of peace in public. As to public fasts, the case was other- 
wise: for by the laws of the Church, this ceremony was 
omitted on some more solemn days of fasting. As upon the 
day of our Saviour’s passion: for Tertullian adds immediately 
in the next words’, ‘ that on that day, because it was a public 
and common fast, ordained by the laws of the Church, they 
omitted the kiss of peace, and no one then regarded the omis- 
sion, because it was done by general consent and agreement.’ 
And this seems to have been an exception of universal extent 
in the Church: for Procopius notes it in the Life of Justinian 
and Theodora’‘, who began their reign on this day, anno 527, 

72 De Orat. c. 14. (p. 134 c.) Alia 


signing invaluit: jejunantes, 
bita oratione cum fratribus, sub- 


ratio est, ni tamen huic precepto 
reus sis (al. prec tu sis}, potes 
domi, [si] forte inter quos latere 


trahunt osculum pacis, quod est, 
signaculum orationis. Quando au- 
tem magis conferenda cum fratribus 
pax est, nisi cum oratione commen- 
dabilior ascendit? ....Quz oratio 
cum divortio sancti osculi integra? 
Quem Domino officium facientem 
impedit pax? Quale sacrificium est, 
a quo sine pace receditur? Que- 
cunque operatio (al. ratio] sit, non 
erit potior preecepti observatione, 
7 jubemur jejunia nostra celare. 

am enim de abstinentia osculi ag- 


noscimur jejunantes. Sed et si qua 


jejunium in totum non datur, differre 
pacem. Ubicunque autem alibi ope- 
rationem tuam abscondere potes, 
debes meminisse precepti; ita et 
discipline foris et consuetudini domi 
satisfacies. 

78 Ibid. (p.135 a.)...Die Pasche, 
quo communis et quasi publica je- 
junii religio est, merito deponimus 
osculum: nihil curantes de occul- 
tando [al. osculando], quod cum om- 
nibus faciamus. 

74 Historia Arcana, c. 9. bel ab 
t. 2. p. 30 c.8.) WapéAaBov reir 
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that ‘they began it with an ill omen, on a day that no one 
used the kiss of peace in the Church.’ 

And thus much of this ancient ceremony, so often enjoined 
by the Apostle, (Rom. 16, 16. 1 Cor. 16, 20. 2 Cor. 13, 12. 

1 Thess. 5.26, 1 Pet. 5,14.) of which some?> have written 
whole volumes: but I content myself to have said so much, as 
may serve to confirm the observation made upon the author of 
the Constitutions, that this was an ancient rite universally ob- 
served in the Church in one part or other of the communion- 
service. 

4. The next thing mentioned in the Constitutions 1s the Thirdly, 
ceremony of the priest’s washing his hands before consecration. Slory lanl 
This is also noted by Cyril of Jerusalem, in his Mystagogical fore conse- 
Explication of the Communion-service, where’, speaking to the — 
newly baptized, he says, ‘ Ye have seen the deacon bring water 
to the bishop and presbyters, standing about the altar, to wash 
their hands. Did he give it to wash the filth of their bodies? 

By no means. For we do not use to go into the church with 
bodies defiled: but that washing of hands is a symbol, that 
you ought to be pure from sin and transgressions of the law. 
For the hands are the symbol of action, and washing them de- 
notes the purity and cleanness of our actions. Have you not 
heard holy David explaining this mystery, and saying, “I will 
wash my hands among the innocent?7, and so will I compass 
thine altar, O Lord :” therefore washing the hands is a sym- 


bol or indication, that we are not obnoxious or liable unto 
sin. The author of the Questions upon the Old and New 


riv Bagirelay “lovoriwayés re cal 
Gcoddpa mpdrepov THs éoprijs Nuepass 
tptoy, Ore 87 odre aonacacGai Tia, 
odre elpnvaia mpocereiy eLeart. 

75 Mullerus, De Osculo Sancto. 
(Jense,1675.4to. }—Martin Kempius, 
De Osculo, &c. (Lipsiz, 1665.12m0.) 

76 Catech. ag Mystag. 5. n. I. 
fal. 2.] (p. 325 b.) ‘Ewpdxare rotyuy 
rov dtaxovoy, roy vivrarba &ddvra rH 
lepet xat rois xuxAovet rd Gvotacri- 
ptov rov Geov mpecBurépois’ ov may- 
ros 8¢ €8i80u 81a rév copariKdy puTrov’ 
ox fort rovro’ otre yap puToyv oa- 
paros eyovres THY dpxny eiojeper els 
rv éxkAnoiay’ GAdka cipBordy éore 
rov Sey tuas xabapevety mayrey apap- 
tudroy xat dvounpatey, Td viyyarOu. 


’Erreid1) yap al yetpes ovpBodow mpd- 
fews, vifyarOas ravras, rd KaOapdv 
Snrovért cal Gpopoy rev mpdkeov 
aivrrépeOa. Ovx fxoveas rov paxa- 
plov Aa8id avrd rotro puoraywyovr- 
Tos, Kat Aéyovros, Niyopat év aOqas 
rds x€ipds pov, kal kuKA@ow 76 Ovota- 
ornptov gov, Kupie’ ovxoty 7d viipac- 
Oat ras xeipas, rou dvurevOuvoy etvat 
Guaprnpact, cvupSoddy €or. 

77 [See Ps. 25, according to the 
Septuagint, (Ed. Lamb. Bos, Frane- 
ba 1709,) which is Ps. 26 of our 

ersion ; where the reading is, I will 
wash my hands tn innocency ; év a0a- 
dérnrt, according to Aquila. See L. 


B. ibid. "722, in the Hebrew. Ep.] 
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Testament, under the name of St. Austin’®, takes notice of 
the same custom as used in all Churches, only with this differ- 
ence, that whereas in other Churches it was commonly the 
office of the deacons to bring water to priests, in the Roman 
Church it was devolved upon the subdeacons, because there 
was @ multitude of inferior clergy in that Church above many 


others. 


And in the author under the name of Dionysius 


the Areopagite’’, a great deal more may be read to the same 


purpose. 


5. In the next place, whereas in the Constitutions the deacon 
is appointed again to make a solemn proclamation, ordering all 


monition to non-communicants, catechumens, penitents, and unbelievers, to 
communi- be excluded; and admonishing all communicants to approach 


in charity and sincerity, not in enmity with their brethren, or 


and to all in hypocrisy towards God, but in reverence and fear: the very 


same is suggested by Chrysostom’®: ‘ Dost thou not hear the 
deacon, the herald of the Church, standing and crying, All ye 
that are under penance, begone! All they that do not par- 
take of the communion are in penance. If thou art in penance, 


thou mayest not partake.’ 


And Severianus, bishop of Gabala, 


in one of his Homilies among St. Chrysostom’s works79, speaks 
of the same: ‘ Ye have seen the deacons traversing the church, 
and crying, Let no catechumen be present, none of those that 
may not see the heavenly blood shed for the remission of sins, 


&c. 


Ye remember after this, how the angels from heaven 


sing the hymns and praises, saying, Holy is the Father! Holy 


is the Son! Holy is the Holy Ghost !’ 


76 Quest. Vet. et Nov. Test. q. 
ror. (t. 3. append. p. 92 f.) Quan- 
uam Romane ecclesiz diaconij mo- 
ico inverecundiores videantur, se- 
dendi tamen dignitatem nop presu- 
munt. Ut autem non omnia mini- 
steria obsequioram per ordinem 
t, multitudo facit clericorum. 
am utique et altare portarent et 
vasa ejus, et aquam in manus fun- 
derent sacerdoti, sicut videmus per 
omnes ecclesias, &c. 

77 (Eccles. Hierarch. c. 3. n. 2. 
(t. 1. p.188 a.) Kal vypapevov ras 
xeipas vari rov iepdpyov kal toy 
lep€wy, x.r.A.—Conf. ibid. n. 3. 2. 


By which it is plain, 


10. (p.194 Cc.) Tovray 8¢ caf dy ef- 
pyras Oecpov lepovpynbévray, x.r. Xr. 
D. 


78 Hom. 3. in Eph. p.1osr. (t. 
II. p.23 a.) "Axoveis €ora@ros rov 
xnpuxos Kal Aeyovros, "Oca: dv pera- 
voig, amédGere wdvres’ “Ooo ps) pere- 
xovew, we peravoig ciaiv" ei ed dy 
peravoia el, peracyeiy oun oeires. 
79 Hom. 37. de Fil. Prod. p. 375. 
See before, b. 13. ch. 6. 8. 6. v. 4. 

. 461. n. 88.—Conf. Hom. 1. cont. 
ud. t. 1. p. 400. (t. I. P- 593 b.) 
Ody spare eri rev pvornptor, ri Bog 
ouvexas 6 dtdxovos; 'Emvywoonere 


dAAnAovs. 


XV. ui. 
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these admonitions of the deacon were here repeated as prepa- 
ratory to the oblation. 

6. The circumstance of the pimidia, or fans, to drive away Of the pexl- 
the insects, is so minute, that it is no great wonder it should be ave” 
omitted in most other writers beside the Constitutions. Bona *¥*7 = 
says they are mentioned in Jobius ®! and by Germanus in his 
Theoria, and in the Liturgies that go under the names of St. 
Chrysostom and St. Basil. Suicerus®? thinks, that in most of 
those writings the word f:7 ia signifies one of their holy vessels, 

a basket or the like, in which they were used to carry the sacred 
elements to and from the altar; such as that spoken of by 
St. Jerom ®3, when describing the glorious poverty of Exupe- 
rius, bishop of Toulouse, he says, ‘he was used to carry the 
Lord’s body in a basket of osiers, and the blood in a glass cup.’ 
And indeed in Herodotus*; the word perldiov is by some lexi- 


80 Rer. Liturg. 1.1. c. 25. n.6. 
(p. 261.) Habent denique flabella, 
quibus duo diaconi, ex utroque la- 
tere altaris, muscas et alias immun- 
das bestiolas preetervolantes abigunt, 
ne sacra contingant. Sacra poridsa 
vocant Greci, puris enim et perridsoy 
flabellum est. Horum usus in ec- 
clesia Orientali antiquissimus est ; 
et expresse habetur in Constitutioni- 
bus Apostolicis, 1.8. c. 12., atque in 
Liturgiis Basilii, Chrysostomi, aliis- 
que Grecis et Syriacis. Manubrium 
habent ligneum satis longum, cujus 
extremitati facies Cherubini sex alis 
circumdata affigitur, ejusque motu 
ventilant diaconi sancta dona certis 
temporibus, qu in ordine liturgise 
notantur. Quod si desint flabella, 
solent linteola et vela manu appre- 
hendere et iis ventilare. Nec solum 
ad abigendas muscas inventa sunt, 
sed etiam propter quasdam mysticas 
rationes, quee ad meum propositum 
non spectant, et legi possunt apud 
S. Germanum in sua Theoria, et 
apud Jobium monachum, relatum a 

otio in sua Bibliotheca, cod. 222. 
1.6. c. 35. 
81 Ap. Photii Biblioth. cod. 222. 
(p. 608. 44.) Aéyes 8€ cai rov Kupia- 
Kov goparos ext tis lepas rpamre{ns 
wmporeOevros, ia Tovro Tous map éxd- 
Tepa Téy ra iepa Unnperoupevay, pi- 


widas wrepa@y temoimpévas, Trois mpo- 
netpévots Ppixrois émixiwely ray é£a- 
mrepuyewv pépovras cupBora’ ws dy ps1) 
€Hot Tous reAoupévous Trois épwpevots 
évatropevety, GANG tavrds mpoavAou 
brepdve yevouévous, yor pois ép@ad- 
pois, da Tay dpwpévey emi rv dépa- 
rov Géav xa rd apnxavoy éxetvo Kd\- 
Aos, srapacxevafovoty avadpapeiy. 

82 Thes. Eccles. voce, ‘Peridsor. (t. 
2. p. 905.) “Puris est vas e vimine, éx 
slrrov, conteatum ; unde puridcoy cor- 

38, cantstrum, sporta e calamis seu 
virgis plexa, év 7 Ta Popria, quidquid 
portari de loco in locum solet, émri- 
@eraz. Usum talium fuisse in sacris 
ecclesiz veteris Hieronymus Epist. 
ad Rusticum monachum de ate 
rio episcopo Tolosz docuerit; Nihil, 
inquiens, &c.—See the next note. 

Ep. 5. [al. 125-4 ad Rustic. 
(t. 1. p.941 e.) Nihil illo ditius, qui 
corpus Domini canistro vimineo, 
sanguinem portat in vitro. 

Where? the word is not no- 
ticed in the Index Vocum et Dictio- 
num Grecarum at the end of Dean 
Gaisford’s edition of Herodotus, 
Oxon. 1824. ‘Pisros, vimen, occurs 
in Euterpe, 96, and piv, flexile vimen, 
in Melpomene, 71. Hence puridcor 
may readily mean either a fan made 
of twigs, or a wicker basket. See 
the next note. Ep. | 
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cographers®> said to signify a basket: but in the Liturgies of 
St. Chrysostom and St. Basil, it is taken in the common sense of 
Greek authors, and as it is used in the Constitutions, for a fan 
to blow with. For in Chrysostom’s Liturgy *®® the deacon is ‘ to 
ventilate, or blow over the elements with a fan ;’ or if there be 
no fan, then to do it ‘ with-the covering of the cup.’ And in 
St. Basil’s Liturgy ®” there is mention made of the same uten- 
sils, feBiov f xdAvpua, either the fan or the covering of the 
cup, to be used for the same purpose. And so the word pinldiop 
is taken both by Germanus®*, and Jobius®, and Suidas™. 
So that there was no reason for Suicerus to reckon the author 
of the Constitutions so singular in this opinion. But as these 
authors are not very ancient, I have mentioned them rather to 
explain an hard word than establish an ecclesiastical custom. 
St. Jerom’s authority is produced’ by Durantus9!, but it is 


85 [For example, Scapula, accord- 
ing to the older editions; for, with- 
out telling us where, he says of this 
word, dtcitur etiam esse vas ex vimt- 
nto contextum apud Herodotum. But 
this statement, which in fact is in- 
correct, ig omitted in the more re- 
cent Oxford edition of that lexicon. 
The following passage from the The- 
saurus of Stephanus by Hase and 
Dindorf, Paris, 1831, will be con- 
sidered satisfactory: (t. 6. p. 2398.) 
“Puris, vas e vimine, é« plrov, con- 
textum; unde piridioy, corbis, ca- 
nistrum, sporta e calamis seu virgis 
plexa, év 9 ra dopria, quidquid por- 
tari de loco in locum solet, ém:rideras. 
In talibus panis mysticus ad sgro- 
tos deferri solebat, ut hodie in pyxide 
argentea deaurata. In Liturgia Ba- 
sili, p. 58. (ap. Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. 
t.2. p. ere. 7.) ‘O didxovos aroridnos 
To puridiov, x.r.d. (See n. 8%, fol- 
lowing.) ‘Peridsa quoque sunt car- 
talli 3. cophint, in quos compone- 
bant sacram supellectilem, quum a 
mensa in sacrarium referenda easet ; 
atque de his intelligi debent ra ripua 
piwi8ca in Chron. Alexandr., a. 14 
Heraclii, Olymp. 351.—It will be no- 
ticed that Hase and Dindorf seem to 
differ from Joseph Bingham in the 
sense they put on the rubric in 
Basil’s Liturgy, unless possibly they 
are citing another place, where the 


same word is used in a different 
meaning. As the rubric is cited in 
note 87 following, puridioy seems to 
be distinguished from xdAvppa, and 
cannot surely mean cartallus or co- 
phinus in that passage, but, as my 
ancestor says, the fan as distinct 
from the covering of the cup. Ep. ] 

8 Ap. Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. t. 2. 
p. 78. (ap. Oper. Chrysost. t. 12. p. 
790 €.) Elra peraBaives ev rq Sefup 
pépe, xal piriles érdve Tey ayiov 
pera pirdiov edraBeds’ el 8é es ae 
peridioy, motel rouro pera Kand s 

87 Ibid. p. 51. (ap. ed ral aise t. 
2. part. 2. pp.975, ., beec rubrica 
deest.) ‘O Nace aeons ro purl- 
doy, Grep éxpdret, } xaduppua, eat 
epxerat éyyvrepoy r@ lepet, xal mpoo~ 
Kuvovas apddrepo rpis eumrpoorber 
ris dylas rpamé{ns, x.T.X. 

83 Contemplat. Rer. Eccles. (ap. 
Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. t. 2. p. 159 b. 5.) 
Ti &, dy ris eto, wept tiv Geiow 
pirvbioy édyxexeipiopevey tois 8iaxd- 
yois, kal Ur avray aad see ald 
rdins, as éy éxmdnte, dypt ths Beo- 
Aéxrov mpocevyijs ; 

8 Ubi supra. See n. 81, prece- 


ding. 

Lexic. (t. 2. p.686 c.) [Conf. 

Ed. Kuster. (t. 3. 261.) ‘Pirida 
y padakotow ael mpneiay anrass. 


ait geo 
91 De Ritibus, l.1. c. 10. n. 2. 
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nothing to the purpose: for though he mentions the use of 
muscaria®, that is, fans; yet it is plain he speaks of them 
not as any ecclesiastical utensil, but as a civil present made 
by Marcella to the matrons, though he gives a tropological 
turn of wit, to draw something of a mystical meaning out of 
them. So I let this matter pass as a minute circumstance in 
the Constitutions, about which it is not worth our while to be 
further solicitous in our inquiries, to give collateral evidence 
out of the ancient writers. 

7. The next thing, mentioned in the Constitutions %, is the Of the use 

use of the sign of the cross before the minister proceeds to the i es jedi 
consecration. And of this there is more certain evidence in at the 
the ancient writers. For Chrysostom says expressly, that is aa 
it was not only used by Christians every day, but ‘ particularly 
at the holy table, and in the ordinations of priests, and that 
its glory shined with the body of Christ in the mystical supper.’ 
Which implies, that it was used more than once in the time of 
celebration. St. Austin? says likewise, that it was used in all 
their offices, ‘in consecrating the waters of baptism, in the unc- 
tion of confirmation, and in the sacrifice of the eucharist ; with- 
out which none of them were solemnly performed,’ 

8. Next after this, immediately before the great thanksgiv- Of the 
ing in the Constitutions, the priest having given the people eae ae 


another salutation in the words of St. Paul, The grace of our Sursum 
or 


Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of God, and the fellowship the props. 

of the Holy Spirit, be with you! and they answering again, ration to 

And with thy spirit! the priest goes on and says, Lift up fliauikegies 
ing. ; 
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p. 31.) S. Hieron. Epist. 20. ad 
arcellam interpretando mystice 
rounuscula ei ac Paul et Eustochio 
a Marcella transmissa ait, Quod au- 
tem et matronis, &c. See the next 
note below. 

9 Ep. 20. [al. 44.] ad Marcellam. 
{t. 1. p.192 e.) Quod autem et ma- 
tronis offertis muscaria parva, parvis 
animalibus eventilandis, elegans sig- 
nificatio est, debere luxuriam cito 
restinguere, quia muscz moriture 
oleum suavitatis exterminant. 

% 1.8. c.12. See before, s. 1. 
p. 262: a little way on in n. 44. 

94 Demonstratio quod Christus sit 
Deus, c.g. t. 5. p. 840. (t. 1. p.571 

BINGHAM, VOL. Vv. ° 


a.) Otros év rH lepad rpamé{n, obros 
év rais trav lepewy yetporoviais, obros 
wad perd rod aaparos rov Xpiorov 
éxi rd puotixdy Seinvoy Ssiaddures. 
In Ioan. Tractat. 118. p. 225. 
(t. 3. part. 2. p. 801 e.) Postremo 
quid est, quod omnes noverunt sig- 
num Christi nisi crux Christi? Quod 
signum nisi adhibeatur sive fronti- 
bus credentium, sive ipsi aque ex 
ua regenerantur, sive oleo, quo 
chrismate unguuntur, sive sacrificio 
quo aluntur; nihil horum [al. eo- 
rum} rite perficitur. 
6 See a little further on in n. 44. 
p. 262, as above. 


U 
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your hearts! to which the people answer, We lift them up 
unto the Lord! The priest says again, Let us give thanks to 
the Lord! and the people answer, Jt is meet and right so to 
do! Now this is mentioned almost by all ecclesiastical writers 
that have said any thing of the eucharist or prayer. St. Cy- 
prian® calls it ‘the preface that was premised by the priest, 
to prepare the brethren’s minds to pray with an heavenly 
temper.’ St. Austin mentions it above ten times in his writ- 
ings: the places have been noted above in the general dis- 
course of liturgies, and therefore I need not here repeat 
them. I will only remark, that he says%, ‘it was the custom 
of the whole Church throughout the world to say daily almost 
with one voice, We lift up our hearts unto the Lord!’ And 
that therefore ‘the hearts of Christian people were a sort of 
heaven 98, because they are daily lift up to heaven, whilst the 
priest says, Lift up your hearts! and they answer, We lift 
them up unto the Lord!’ St. Chrysostom also frequently 
mentions the use of this preface in his Homilies, which, be- 
cause I have related them at length in a former Book!, I forbear 
to repeat again in this place. The reader that is curious may 
find the same forms related in Cyril’s Mystical Catechisms®, 
and Anastasius Sinaita®, and Ceesarius Arelatensis*, and Eli- 


% De Orat. Dom. p. 152. (p. 107.) 
Ideo et sacerdos ante orationem, 
preefatione premissa, parat fratrum 
mentes dicendo, Sursum corda! ut 
dum respondet plebs, Habemus ad 
Dominum! admoneatur nihil aliud 
se quam Dominum cogitare debere. 

See b. 13. ch. g. 8. 7. Vv. 4. 


Pp. 400. ae 

97 De Vera Religione, c. i; t. 1. 
Pp. 302. (t. 1. p. 750 c.) .... Ut quo- 
tidie per universum orbem huma- 
num genus una pene voce respon- 
deat, Sursum corda se habere ad Do- 
minum, 

98 ore dt de recy: Lal: be 
112. append. | (t.5. append. p. 205 @. 
inte Corda fidelium coelum at quia 
in colos quotidie eriguntur: nam 
dicente sacerdote, Sursum corda ! 
cote rs securi} respondent, Hade- 
mus ad Dominum ! 

% Hom. 18. in 2 Cor. p.873. See 
before, b. 13. ch. 6. 8. 9. V. 4. p. 
471. 0.26.—Hom. 22. in Hebr. p. 


1898. See ibid. s. 10. p. 478. n. 57. 
—Hom. 5. [Bened.9.] de Poenitent. 
(t. 2. p. 349 C.) Ody treaxou re iepet 
eirdyri, "Avo cYapey Nuay Tov vouy 
kal ras xapdias x.7.4.—Conf. Hom. 
24. in 1 Cor. p. 536. (t. 10. p. 219 a.) 
"Andéopnyxe Toivvy ry Wuxny, wapa- 
oxevate riyv Siavoray, x.7.X. 

1 B. 13. ch. 6. v. 4. p. 459. 

2 Catech. [23.] Mystag.s. n. 3. (al. 
4. (p. 326 c.) Mera rovro Boa 6 ie- 
peus, Avw ras xapdias’....elra drro- 
xpiverOe, “"Eyopev mpos rov Kuptoy. 

8 Sermo de Synaxi, ap. Albertin. de 
Eucharist. (p.529.) Impleamus men- 
tem, ad coelum ascendamus, sursum 
levemus animum et corda. Oculos 
anime ad Deum extollamus. Trans- 
eamus cclum, transeamus angelos. 
Transeamus Cherubim, et ad ipsum 
Domini thronum accurramus. jpsoe 
Christi immaculatos pedes appre- 
hendamus: ploremus, et ipsius mi- 
sericordiam quasi cogamus. Con- 
fiteamur in sancto, ceelesti, et intel- 
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gius Noviomensis*, not to mention the Greek Liturgies or any 
later writers. I only observe further out of the Council of 
Milevis®, where there is mention made of prefaces among other 
prayers, it is commonly supposed by learned men that these 
forms are meant, Lift up your hearts! We lift them up unto 
the Lord! Let us give thanks unto the Lord! It is meet ard 
right so to do! Which, as Mabillon’ observes, in the old Gal- 
hean Liturgy is called contestatio, because by these answers 
the people gave in their attestation, or testimony of their com- 
pltance with the priest’s exhortation; declaring that their 
hearts were now in heaven, and that it was meet and right to 
praise the Lord. 

9. After this the priest went on with the evxapiorla, properly Of the e- 
so called, that is, the great thanksgiving to God for all his iaeacag 
mercies, both of creation, providence, and redemption; where ‘Aankagic- 
a commemoration was made of all that God had done for man perly so. 
from the foundation of the world, and more particularly in the *Ue¢- 
great mystery of redemption: upon which a solemn and mag- 
nificent glorification of God was framed, always including the 
Trisagion, or Seraphical Hymn, Holy, Holy, Holy, Lord of 
Hosts, §c., which was sung by the minister and people jointly ; 
and then the minister went on alone to finish the solemn 
thanksgiving. 

We have no where else indeed so long a thanksgiving as 
is that in the Constitutions: but the substance of it is not only 
in the Liturgies, that go under the names of St. James, Chry- 
sostom, and Basil, but may be discovered in more authentic 


consecration prayers. 


lectuali ipsius altari. Hee vobis Sursum corda! &c. 


denuntiat, hc vos obtestatur sacer- 
dos, cum ait, Sursum habeamus 
corda ! 

4 Hom. 12. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 8. 
p. 832 b.1.) Cum enim maxima pars 
populi, immo quod pejus est, pene 
omnes, recitatis lectionibus, exeunt 
de ecclesia, cui dicturus est sacer- 
dos, Sursum corda ! 

5 Hom. 11. de Cen. Dom. Ex 
verbis Cypriani. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 
12. p. 314 a. 13.) Modum quoque 
orationis sanctissimus martyr Cy- 

rianus nos docet, dicens. .. . Sacer- 
os ante orationem, preefatione pre- 
missa, parat fratrum mentes dicendo, 


6 C.12. (Ed. Crabb. t. 1. p. 483.) 
Placuit ....ut preces vel orationes 
vel miss sive preefationes,.... que 
probate fuerint in Concilio, ab om- 
nibus celebrentur. [In Labbe (t. 2. 
p. 1540 e) the order of the words is 
transposed. Ep. ] 

7 Liturg. Gallican. l. 1. c. 3. 
n.17.(p. 24.) In his Missalibus Gal- 
licanis occurrit primo loco Prefatio, 
»... quinto Contestatio, alias Immo- 
latio Missa, et, ut apud Mozarabes, 
Illatio, nobis modo Prefatto, in 
qua fideles sursum corda se habere 
contestantur. 


02 


292 The oblation and XV. iii. 


writings. For Justin Martyr ®, describing the Christian rites 
and mysteries, says, ‘ that as soon as the common prayers were 
ended, and they had saluted one another with a kiss, bread 
and wine and water was brought to the president; who, re- 
ceiving them, gave praise and glory to the Father of all things 
by the Son and Holy Spirit, and made etxaporlay ént rd zoAd, 
a long thanksgiving, for the blessings which he vouchsafed to 
bestow upon them. And when he had ended the prayers and 
thanksgiving, all the people that were present presently an- 
swered with acclamation, Amen!’ After the same manner 
Irenseus®: ‘ We offer unto him his own gifts, thereby declaring 
the communication and truth, both of flesh and spirit. For as 
the bread, which is of the earth, after the invocation of God 
upon it, is no longer common bread, but the eucharist, con- 
sisting of two parts, the one earthly, the other heavenly; so 
all our bodies, receiving the eucharist, are no longer corrupti- 
ble, whilst they live in hopes of a resurrection. But we offer 
these things to him, not as if he stood in need of them, but as 
giving him thanks for his gifts, and sanctifying the creature.’ 
So Origen!® says, ‘they eat the bread that was offered to the 
Creator with prayer and thanksgiving for the gifts that he 
had bestowed on them, which bread was made an holy body 
by prayer, sanctifying those that used it with a pious mind.’ 
Cyril of Jerusalem more particularly specifies the substance of 
this thanksgiving in his Mystical Catechisms!!, saying, ‘ After 
this (that is, after we have said, Let us give thanks to the 
Lord ! and, It is meet and right so to do!) we make mention 
of the heaven and earth, and sea, and the sun, moon, and stars, 


eucharistiam, jam non sunt corrup- 


8 Apol. 2. (p. 97 c.) See 8. 3. p. euch 1 Bu 
tibilia, spem resurrectionis habentia. 


281. n. 64. and add,—Kai «vxapi- 


oriay trép rov camnftioba rovrey 
map avrov éi mrondd roteira’ ob ouy- 
reXéoavros tas evyds cal THY evyaps- 
otiay mas 6 wapov ads émevpnpet 
déyeow, "Apny. 
L. 4. ¢. 34. (p. 327. 7-) Offeri- 
mus enim e] que sunt ejus, congru- 
enter communicationem et unitatem 
[al. veritatem] preedicantes carnis et 
spiritus. Quemadmodum enim qui 
est a terra panis, percipiens invoca- 
tionem Dei, jam non communis pa- 
nis est, sed eucharistia, ex duabus 
rebus constans, terrena et ceelesti: 
sic et corpora nostra, percipientia 


Offerimus autem ei, non quasi indi- 
genti, sed gratias agentes domina- 
tioni [al. donationi] ejus, et sancti- 
ficantes creaturam. 

10 Cont. Cels. 1. 8. p. 399. (t. 1. 
p. 766 d.) ‘Hyeis 8€, rp rot mavrds 
Anuoupy@ evapecrovyres, nai rovs 
per evyaptorias xal evyis ris énl 
rois Soeiat mporayopevous adprovs 
écbiopev, THpa yevopevous ba rhy 
evxHy, Fyidv re ai aysaloy rovs peta 
Uytots mpoberews atte xpwpévous. 

1! Catech. [23.] Mystag. 5. n. 5. 
[al. 6.] See before, b. 13. ch. 5. 8. 7. 
V.4. p. 4ir. n. 65. 
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and all the creatures, rational and irrational, visible and in- 
visible, angels, archangels, hosts and dominions, principalities 
and powers, thrones and Cherubims covering their faces, say- 
ing with David, Magnify the Lord with me! We also make 
mention of the Cherubims, which Esaias saw in the Spirit, 
standing about the throne of God, and with two wings covering 
their faces, and with two their feet, and flying with two, and 
saying, Holy, Holy, Holy, Lord God of Hosts!’ 

This is much the same with the thanksgiving in St. James’s 
Liturgy 12, which was used in the Church of Jerusalem in this 
form: ‘ It is very meet and right, becoming us and our duty, 
that we should praise thee and celebrate thee with hymns, and 
give thanks unto thee, the Maker of all creatures, visible and 
invisible, the Treasure of all good, the Fountain of life and im- 
mortality, the God and Lord of all things, whom the heavens, 
and the heaven of heavens praise, and all the host of them: 
the sun, and moon, and the whole company of stars; the earth, 
and sea, and all that are in them; the celestial congregation 
of Jerusalem; the Church of the first-born, who are written in 
heaven ; the spirits of just men and prophets, the souls of mar- 
tyrs and Apostles; angels and archangels, thrones and domin- 
ions, principalities and powers, the tremendous hosts and Che- 
rubims with many eyes, and Seraphims with six wings, with 
two whereof they cover their faces, and with two their feet, 
and with two they fly, crying out incessantly one to another, 
and singing with loud voices the triumphal song of the magni- 
ficence of thy glory, Holy, Holy, Holy, Lord of Hosts, heaven 
and earth are full of thy glory! Hosanna in the highest! 
Blessed be he that cometh in the name of the Lord! Hosanna 
in the highest !’ 
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12 Ap. Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. (t. 2. 
- 12.) ‘Qs dAnOas dfedy éort ral 
ixatoy, mpérrov Te ral Gperhdpevor, 
oe alveiy, oe Upvelv, oe ebhoyelv, oe 
Mpooxuvely, oe Bofodoyeiy, gol ebya- 
ib T@ wagons Krivews  Sparns re 
1 dopdrov 8nusoupys, tT Gnoavpg 
Tay viov ayabeoy, rT] ™Yyn THs 
{ojs xal rijs dhcvatias 7} tayrow 
Cep cat Acordry’ by i iprotory ol ov- 
pavoi, ral ol ovpavol Téy oupavey, ral 
vaca ij Suvayss avréy’ dubs Te Kat 
weAryn, cal ras 6 roy dorpey 
y7, Oddacca, xal rdyra ra dy pau 


‘IepovoaAyp 4 éroupdmos Traviryupss, 
éxxAnola mpwrordéKay, drroyeypappé- 
voy év rois ovpavois’ mvetpata dt- 
Kaioy Kal spopnray’ Youxal paprupey 
nal drooré\wy’ dyyeAot, apxayyehot, 
Opdvor, Kuptoryres, dpxai re xal é£- 
ovolat cai duvapers poBepal, Kal ra 
XepovBip moAvdupara, kal ra éfa- 
wre Lepagi fy a rais per dvol 
wrépuét Karaxadunret ra wpdowra 
éavray, rais 8€ duo) rovs édas, nal 
rais dvot lnrdpeva xéxpayer €repov 
apos arepov a axataravoros oTrdépacty, 
dotynras Sof£odoyias. 
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St. Chrysostom '3 also speaks of this thanksgiving, though 
he does not give us the whole form of it, but only the intro- 
duction, saying, ‘ The prayer of thanksgiving is common both 
to priest and people. For not only the priest gives thanks, but 
all the people. For first he receives their answer and attesta- 
tion, that it is meet and right to praise the Lord, and then he 
begins the thanksgiving. And why should you wonder that the 
people should sometimes speak with the priest, when they do 
even with the Cherubims and celestial powers send up those 
sacred hymns to heaven above?’ He means those hymns, 
Holy, Holy, Holy, &c.! and Glory be to God on high! 
which, as we shall presently see, were one part of this great 
thanksgiving. 

Among the Latin writers, this previous giving of thanks 1s 
mentioned by Fulgentius'* also, who says, ‘In the Christian 
sacrifice there was both a thanksgiving and a commemoration 
made of the flesh of Christ, and of his blood, which he shed for 
our sakes.’ And so St. Ambrose!5, or whoever was the author 
of the books De Sacramentis among his works, distinguishing 
between the thanksgiving and the consecration, asks ‘ With what 
words, and with whose words, is the consecration made?’ and 
answers, ‘ With the words of the Lord Jesus. For all that goes 
before is either the glorification and praise of God, or prayer 
for the people, for kings, and the rest of mankind. But when 
the priest comes to the consecration of the holy sacrament, 
then he uses not his own words, but the words of Christ.’ By 
all which it is indisputably evident that the consecration of the 
sacrament was ushered in with a solemn thanksgiving or glori- 
fication of God for all his gifts and benefits, whence the whole 
action had the name of evxapiorla, the eucharist or thanks- 


13 Hom. 18. in 2 Cor. p. 873. 
See b. 13. ch. 6. 8.9. v. 4. p. 472. 
latter part of n. 27.—Conf. How. 2. 
in 2 Cor. p. 739. (t. 10. p. 434 d.) 
Yrep ris olxoupéems xai roy Kowey 
ebxapioroopey ayabov. 

4 De Fide ad Petrum, c. 19. 
(int. Oper. August. t. 6. append. 
p. 30 b.) In isto autem sacrificio 
gratiarum actio, atque commemora- 
tio est carnis Christi, quam pro no- 
bis obtulit, et sanguinis quem pro 
nobis idem Deus effudit. 


15 De Sacrament. 1. 4. ¢. 4. (t. 2. 
p- 368 d. n.14.) Consecratio autem 
quibus verbis est, et cujus sermoni- 
bus? Domini Jesu. Nam ig 
omnia que dicuntur, laus Deo de- 
fertur, oratione petitur pro populo, 
pro regibus, pro ceteris. Ubi veni- 
tur, ut conficiatur venerabile sacra- 
mentum, jam non suis sermoni- 
bus sacerdos, sed utitur sermonibus 
Christi. (‘The Benedictine reads 
this parege somewhat differently, 
but the sense is the same. Ep. } 
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giving, because this was always premised as a necessary part 
of the sacred mystery; and the whole action and ceremony 
was concluded with another thanksgiving after communicating, 
as we shall see hereafter. 

10. At present we are to observe, that one part of this glo- Of the use 
rification or thanksgiving was the hymn called the 7'risagion, eae pag 
and Epinicion, the seraphical and triumphal hymn, Holy, seraphical 
Holy, Holy, Lord God of hosts, heaven and earth are full Holy!” Holy! 
of thy glory | this thanks- 

This is evident from the last-mentioned passages of St. Cyril!® giving. 
and St. Chrysostom '7, who in other places gives a more parti- 
cular account of the use of it at the Lord’s table. ‘ Heretofore,’ 
says he'8, ‘this hymn was only sung in heaven; but after that 
the Lord vouchsafed to come down upon earth, he brought 
this melody to us also. Therefore the bishop, when he stands 
at this holy table to present our rational service, and offer the 
unbloody sacrifice, does not simply call upon us to join in this 
glorification, but first naming the Cherubims, and making men- 
tion of the Seraphims, he then exhorts us all to send up these 
tremendous words, and withdrawing our minds from the earth 
by intimating with what company we make a choir, he cries 
out to every man, and says, as it were, in these words, ‘ Thou 
singest with the Seraphims, stand together with the Seraphims, 
stretch forth thy wings with them, with them fly round the 
royal throne.’ In another place!9, showing the obligation 
which the eucharist lays upon men, to keep every member of 
the body pure from sin, the hands and mouth that receive it, 
the eyes that view it, the tongue that ministers in those mys- 
teries and is dyed in blood, he argues thus particularly with re- 
spect to the ears: ‘ How absurd is it after that mystical hymn, 
which was brought by the Cherubims from heaven, to pollute 
your ears with songs of harlots, and the effeminate melodies of 
the theatre?’ Which plainly implies, that this seraphical hymn 


16 Catech. [23.] Mystag. 5. n. 5. t. 1. p. 266. (Ed. Bened. ad Illu- 


See n. 11, preceding. minand. Catech. 2.] (t. 2. Pp. 237 b.) 
7 Hom. 18. in 2 Cor, p. 873. ut Has yap ovx drorov, perd Ty puoTi- 
supra, See n. 13, pee: my é éxeiy poviy; ral ék Tay ovpa- 


8 Hom. in Seraph. t. 3. p. 890. — depopemny, Thy éx tay KepouvBly 

See before, b. 14. ch. 2. 8. 3. V. 5. Aéya, NB wal KaTaxe- 

p. $3 the second member of n.26. «xAacpévos péAcot THY akonv podv- 
Hom. 21. ad Pop. Antioch. vew; 
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was one part of this great thanksgiving. He says the same in 
his first Homily upon Isaiah2°: ‘The Seraphims above sing 
the holy hymn Trisagion: the holy congregation of men on = 
earth send up the same: the general assembly of celestial and 
earthly creatures join together: there is one thanksgiving, 
pla. edxapiorla, one exultation, one choir of men and angels in 
one station rejoicing together.’ In another place2!, reproving 
those who stayed at the communion-service, when they would 
not communicate, he tells them, ‘It was better that they should 
be absent, for they did but affront him that invited them, 
whilst they stayed to sing the hymn, professing themselves to 
be of the worthy, whilst they did not recede with the unworthy. 
How could you stay, and not partake of the table? I am un- 
worthy, say you. If so, you are unworthy to communicate in 
prayers also. For it is not only the bare elements, but those 
hymns, that cause the Spirit to descend upon them.’ Though 
he does not here name the hymns, he plainly intimates, how- 
ever, that they were commonly used in this part of the eucha- 
ristical service. And elsewhere?? he speaks more plainly : 
‘The faithful,’ says he, ‘know what aro the hymns of the 
powers above; what the Cherubims sing in heaven; what the 
angels sung, Glory be to God in the highest! Therefore 
hymns come after the psalmody, as a thing of greater perfec- 
tion.’ He means, that psalmody was only a part of the service 
of the catechumens: but these hymns were used by the réAcor, 
the communicants, in the service of the altar. 

He mentions the same in many other places®3, which the 
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20 Hom. 1. in Esai. t. 3. p. 834. rep day exeiveoy rd veda mavrobey 


(t.6. p. 95 d.) “Avo Ta Zepadip rv 
Tperdytov Upvoy avaBog’ RGTO roy 
airoy 7 Tov avO pdm wv dvarrepret 
wh bus" Kotw) Tov émoupaviay cal 
Tay errcyetov cvyxporeirat maviyyupts" 
pia evyaptotia, év dyad iapa, pia 
ebppdarvos xopocracia. 

! Hom. 3. in Eph. p. 1052. (t. 11. 

.23.€.)..30 mapayeyovas, Tov UpvoY 
noas, pera mavroy épohoynoas elvat 
trav dfiov, TP py pera Toy dvafiov 
dvaxexwpnrévat 5 Tas epewas, Kai ov 
peréxets THs Tparegns 5 dvd£ids elt, 
noir ovKouy rat THs Kowovias éxei- 
ms, THs ev ais evxais 5 ov yap dca 
Toy Tpoxeimevoy povoy, dAda Kat ier 


RaTELoLY. 

22 Hom. de Bapt. Christi, t. 1. 

. 317. [Corrige, Hom. 9. in Co- 
ose. At. 11. p. 393 4.) Tis 6 _bpvos 
roy diveo, ri heyet Ta XepovPip, t igaoty 
of moroi’ ri EAeyow of dyyeAot Kare ; 
[xard deest in dit. Front. Ducei.] 
Adga év tnpioross Gep 8a rovro 
pera Tas Padppdias Uuvot, dre redet- 
side Ti mpaypa. Ep. | 

Hom. 4. de ion aE 

t.1. p. 374. See before, b. 1 
6. 8. I. V. 4. P. 445. D. 24.— oa 
16. In illud, Si esurierit, &c. t. $- 
p. 229. See before, ibid. 8.5. p. 45 
n. 77.—Hom. 3. de Peenitent. ¢. 4. 
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reader may find above2‘, in the collection of the ancient 
liturgy out of St. Chrysostom’s works: I will only repeat one 
passage more out of his Homily upon the Martyrs’. ‘The 
martyrs,’ says he, ‘are now joining in concert, and partaking 
in the mystical songs of the heavenly choir. For if whilst 
they were in the body, whenever they communicated in the 
sacred mysteries, they made part of the choir, singing with the 
Cherubims the trisagion-hymn, Holy! Holy! Holy! as all ye 
that are initiated in the holy mysteries very well know; much 
more now, being joined with them whose partners they were 
in the earthly choir, they do with greater freedom partake in 
those solemn blessings and glorifications of God in heaven 
above.’ There needs no recourse now after this to be had to 
the Liturgy of St. Chrysostom, to prove that this divine hymn 
was always a part of the solemn thanksgiving, since it is more 
solidly proved out of his genuine writings. To which we may 
add Severianus of Gabala for the Greek Church”, and the 
Council of Vaison for the Latin?’, which says, ‘ that in all com- 
munion-services, whether they were morning services, or qua- 
dragesimal, or commemorations for the dead, the hymn, Holy ! 
Holy ! Holy! should be used in the same order as in the 
public service.’ 

11. Next after this there follows in the Constitutions a par- A particu- 
ticular enumeration of the mercies of God vouchsafed to man- cee 
kind in the redemption of the world by the death of Christ, the mercies 

: oe ° . Of God in 
and a more special thanksgiving with respect to them ; wherein the re- 
also is contained a sort of creed, or summary of the chief cope das 
articles of the Christian faith. Which was all the creed that by Christ. 
the Church in that age made use of in that service. For as 
yet the formal repetition of the baptismal creed was no part of 
the communion-service, as it was in after-ages, but only such 


p. 562. See ibid. 8. 4. p. 455- 76 Hom. 37. de Fil. Prod. t. 6. p. 
n. 66.—Ep. ad ea ss t. 4. p. 715. 375. _ See ibid. s. 6. p. 461. n. 88. 
See ibid. p. 456. n.67.—Hom. 14. 27 Vasens. ii. [al. in.) c. 3. (t. 4. 
in Eph. p. 1127. See ibid. 8.10. p. 1680 c.).... Ut et in omnibus 
P- 474. n. 37. roiseis, seu in matutinis, seu in qua- 

24 B. 13. ch.6. Seethe preceding dragesimalibus, seu in illis, que pro 
note. defunctorum commemoratione fiunt, 

23 Hom. 74. de Martyr. t. 1. p. semper Sanctus! Sanctus! Sanctus! 
goo. See as before, ibid. 8.1. p. 448. eo ordine quo [modo] ad miseas 
N. 33. publicas dicitur, dici debeat. 
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doctrines were related as were the subject of a particular 
thanksgiving for the great mysteries of the incarnation and 
redemption. Thus it is represented in the Constitutions, with 
which St. Chrysostom ?® exactly corresponds. For, commenting 
on those words of the Apostle, [1 Cor. 10, 16.] “The cup of 
blessing which we bless, is it not the communion of the blood 
of Christ?” he brings in the Apostle thus explaining himself: 
‘When I speak of a blessing, I unfold all the treasure of God’s 
beneficence, and commemorate all his great and glorious gifts.’ 
And he adds, ‘ We also in offering the cup recite the ineffable 
mercies and kindness of God, and all the good things we 
enjoy: and so we offer it and communicate ; giving him thanks 
for that he hath delivered mankind from error; that he hath 
made us near who were afar off; that, when we were without 
hope, and without God in the world, he hath made us the 
brethren of Christ and fellow-heirs with him. For these and 
all the like blessings we give him thanks, and so come to his 
holy table.’ We cannot have a plainer proof of a particular 
thanksgiving than this is, and therefore I shall seek for no 
further evidence in the case, but proceed to the immediate 
form of consecration. 
The form of 12. Now this anciently was not a bare repetition of those 
tee a alwvave words, Hoc est corpus meum, This is my body, which for 
composed many ages has been the current doctrine of the Romish 
eh ry ~ gchools, but a repetition of the history of the institution, toge- 
the words ther with prayers to God that he would send his Holy Spirit 
tion and upon the gifts, and make them become the body and blood of 
prayer,” Christ; not by altering their nature and substance, but their 
sanctify the qualities and powers, and exalting them, from simple elements 
Holy Spin. of bread and wine, to become types and symbols of Christ's 
flesh and blood, and efficacious instruments of conveying to 
worthy receivers all the benefits of his death and passion. Thus 


28 Hom. 24. in 1 Cor. p. 532. vq arrHAr 1d ray dvOpdmrey -yevos’ 
(t. 10. p. 212 d.) EtAoylay ‘yap Ore paxpay dvras, éyyve € eroingey® ore 
Gray cira, mavra dyarricce rovmms éAmida py exovras, cal adéous ey Tp 
evepyeolas TOU Geov Gnoaupiy, rai noone, adedpors é éavrov KareoKevace 
troy peydrawy éxeivoy _ vapor ke Kai ovyxAnpovdpous" trép Touro, Kai 
Sopedy’ cal a re nal juels enidéyorres véw ToovTaY amdyrey evxapioTour 
Tr} wornpiy Tas aarovs evepyecias res, ovrw mpdoiyev.—So Cyprian 
Tov Oecov, ral dcop drroAehavxapey, Ep. 63. p. 156. (p. 278. summ.) 
ovres aird mpocdyopev, kai xowvw- Passionis ejus mentionem in omni- 
voumey, evxaptorourres, Ort THs wAd- bus sacrificiis facimus. 
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it is evidently set forth in the Constitutions®9, which for the 
_ reader’s ease I will here again repeat : 

‘We therefore in commemoration of these things, which 
Christ suffered for us, give thanks to thee, Almighty God, not 
as thou deservest, and as we ought, but as we are able, so ful- 
filling his command, for he, in the same night that he was 
betrayed, took bread in his holy and immaculate hands, and 
looking up to thee, his God and Father, he brake it, and gave 
it to his disciples, saying, This is the mystery of the New 
Testament ; take of it, and eat it. This is my body, which is 
broken for many for the remission of sins. [Likewise be mixed 
a cup, &c., as before at p. 271.] This do in remembrance of 
me. For as oft as ye eat this bread, and drink this cup, ye do 
show forth my death till I come. We therefore, being mindful 
of his passion and death, and resurrection from the dead, and 
his return into heaven, and also of his second coming, when he 
shall return with glory and power to judge the quick and 
dead, and render to every man according to his works, do 
offer unto thee, our King and God, this bread and this cup, 
according to his appointment; giving thanks to thee by him, 
for that thou dost vouchsafe to let us stand before thee and 
minister unto thee: and we beseech thee to look propitiously 
upon these gifts here set before thee, and to accept them 
favourably to the honour of thy Christ, and to send thy 
Holy Spirit upon this sacrifice, the Spirit that 1s witness of the 
suffering of the Lord Jesus, that it may make this bread 
become the body of thy Christ; that they who partake of it 
may be confirmed in godliness, and obtain remission of sins ; 
may be delivered from the Devil and his impostures; may be 
filled with the Holy Ghost, and be made worthy of Christ, 
and obtain eternal life, thou being reconciled to them, O Lord 
Almighty.’ 

Who sees not that the consecration in this form is made by 
a repetition of the history of the institution and prayer for the 
coming of the Holy Ghost on the elements to sanctify them ? 
And for this there is the concurrent testimony of all antiquity. 
Justin Martyr®° makes the consecration to consist in thanks- 


29 L. 8. c. 12. (Cotel. t.1. p. 402.) 89 Apol. 2. p.97. See before, a. 
See before, s. 1. p. 269. n. 44, at the 9g. p. 292. n. 8. 
paragraph, Mepynpevos oty, x. T,X. 
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giving and prayers, which being ended, all the people answer 
Amen! Irenzus®! says more expressly, ‘that it is done by 
invocation of God: for the bread, which is taken from the 
earth, has the invocation of God upon it, and then it is no 
longer common bread, but the eucharist.’ Origen®? says, 
‘ that it is sanctified by the word of God and prayer.’ Cyril 
of Jerusalem? tells his catechumens, ‘that before the invo- 
cation of the Holy Trinity the bread and wine of the eucharist 
is common bread and wine; but after the invocation it is no 
longer bare bread, but the body of Christ: as the holy oil 
is not bare oil after the invocation, but the gift of Christ.’ 
So again*‘, ‘ After we have sanctified ourselves by those spi- 
ritual hymns, we then pray the merciful God that he would 
send forth his Holy Spirit upon the elements lymg upon the 
altar, that he may make the bread the body of Christ, and the 
wine the blood of Christ.’ Which manifestly declares that the 
consecration was made by prayer and invocation. And the 
same is implied by St. Basil®5, when he asks, ‘ Which of the 
saints hath left us in writing the words of the invocation, by 
which the bread of the eucharist and the cup of blessing is 
consecrated?’ Gregory Nyssen®6, St. Basil’s brother, says, 
‘the bread is sanctified by the word of God and prayer.’ 
Theophilus of Alexandria’, ‘ that the bread and wine, which 





31 L. 4. c. 34. (p- 347-9-)..-- Qui 
est a terra panis, percipiens invoca- 
tionem Dei, jam non communis 
panis est, sed eucharistia. 

82 In Matth. 15. t. 2. p. 27. (juxt. 
Ed. Lat. Basil. 1571.) Sanctificatur 
per verbum Dei, perque obsecra- 
tionem. [Ed. Bened. in Matth. t. 11. 
Nn. 14. (t. 3. p. 499 a.) Td ayratdpevoy 
31a Adyou Geot Kai évrevEews, x. 7. Xr. 
Vid. 1 Tim. 4, 5. Ep.] 

83 Catech. (21.] Mystag. 3. n. 3. 
(p. 317 a.) Mera rv éwixAnow rov 
“Ayiou [lvetparos, obx rt Gpros irds, 
aaa capa Xpiorov, x. r.X. 

34 Catech. [23.] Mystag. 5. n. g. 
fal. 74 (p. 327 ¢.) “Aywoavres éav- 
rovs Oa Toy mvevpaTixay rovrey 
Uproy srapaxaAGpey roy piddvOperroy 
Gedy, 7d “Ayroy Tvevpa efarooretAat 
dni ra mpoxeipeva, wa tomnon, Tov 
pev dprov, capa Xpiorov' ov de 
olvoy, alpa Xperrov. 


85 De Spirit. Sanct. c. 27. (t. 3. 
part. I. p. 75 @. 0. 66.) Ta ris ém- 
KAnoews phuara emt rH avadei£et row 
dprov rns evxaptorias Kal rov rorn- 
piouv ths evAcytas, ris rey dyin ey- 
ypadws nyiv caradedoerey ; 

86 Orat. Catechet. c. 37. (t. 3. p. 
104C.)....‘Odpros....aytaferas 8d 
Adyav cov xal évrevtews. 

Ep. Paschal. 1. (ap. Galland. 
t. 7. p. 627 b.) Dicit Spiritum Sanc- 
tum non operari ea, quie in anima 
sunt, nec ad irrationabilia pervenire. 
Quod asserens non recogitat, aquas 
in baptismate mysticas adventu 
Sancti Spiritus consecrari, panem- 
que Dominicum, quo Salvatoris cor- 
us ostenditur, et quem frangimus 
In sanctificatione nostra, et sacrum 
calicem, quum in mensa ecclesiz 
collocantur, et utique inanima sunt, 
per invocationem et adventum Sancti 
Spiritus sanctificari. 
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represent the Lord’s body and blood, upon the table, are con- 
secrated by invocation and coming of the Holy Ghost upon 
them.’ And Theodoret most plainly in one of his Dialogues®8, 
‘What do you call the gift that is offered, before the priest has 
made the invocation over it? Bread made of such seeds. What 
do you call it after sanctification? The body of Christ.’ 

The Latin Fathers are as plain in their verdict. St. Am- 
brose 39 says, ‘ The sacraments which we take are transformed 
into flesh and blood by the mystery of holy prayer.’ And 
Optatus 4°, describing the fury of the Donatists, asserts the 
same, when he asks them, ‘ What greater sacrilege they could 
be guilty of, than to pull down the altars of God, where God 
Almighty was invocated, and the Holy Spirit came down at 
the supplication of the priest?’ St. Jerom 4! says, ‘ it was the 
peculiar office of the presbyters to consecrate the body and 
blood of Christ by prayer.’ And again 42, ‘that prayer was 
necessary for this purpose.’ The author of the books De 
Sacramentis, under the name of St. Ambrose 43, gives us the 
very form of words used in this prayer: ‘ Make this our 
oblation, a chosen, rational, acceptable oblation, which is the 
figure of the body and blood of our Lord Jesus Christ.’ 
Juvencus ‘44 says, ‘ Christ himself consecrated it by prayer.’ 
And Gregory the Great 45 was of opinion, ‘ that the Apostles 


38 Dialog. 2. t. 4. p. 85. (t. 4. 
part. I. pp. 125, 126.) Ti cadets rd 
spoodepdépevoy SHpov mpd ris lepari- 
KS emcKAnwews;.... THY éx TOLavoe 
oweppdrwy tpodpiy..... Mera 8€ ye 
roy dyiacpdy was Tavra mpocayo- 
peves; capa Xpiorov nal aiua Xpr- 


orov. 
89 De Fid. 1. 4. c. ro. (t. 2. p. 543 
e. n. 124.) Quotiescunque sacra- 
menta sumimus, que per sacre 
orationis mysterium in carnem 
transfigurantur et sanguinem, mor- 
tem Domini annuntiamus. 
© 1. 6. p. 93. (p. r11.) Quid 
enim est tam sacnlegum, quam 
altaria Dei frangere... quo Deus 
co pei invocatus sit, et postu- 
latus descendit Spiritus Sanctus? 
41 Ep. 85. tad 146.] ad Evagr. 
(Evang. ] (t. 1. p. 1075 a. n.6.)... 
d quorum preces Christi corpus 
sanguisque conficitur. 


42 In Zeph. c. 3. p. 98. (t. 6. p. 
18 c.) ... Evxyaptoriay imprecantis 
acere verba, &c. 

43 De Sacrament. 1. 4. c. s. (t. 2. 
p- 371 b. n. 21.) Vis scire, quia 
verbis coelestibus consecratur? Ac- 
cipe qu sunt verba. Dicit sacer- 
dos: Fac nobis, inquit, hanc obla- 
tionem ascriptam, rationalem, (al. 
ratam, rationabilem,] acceptabilem, 

uod est figura corporis et sanguinis 
mini nostri Jesu Christi. 

44 Hist. Evangel. 1. 4. [v. 4g0.] 
ap. Bibl. Patr. t. 8. p. 
Galland. t. 4. p. 626 d.) 
teque precatus, Discipulos docuit 
proprium se tradere corpus. 

L. 7. Ep. 64. (CC. t. 5. p. 1348 
b.) Orationem vero Dominicam id- 
circo mox post precem dicimus, 
quia mos Apostolorum fuit, ut ad 
ipsam solummodo orationem obla- 
tionis hostiam consecrarent. 
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used only the Lord's Prayer as the form of their consecration.’ 
And Cyprian ‘> probably was of the same opinion. For he 
thinks, ‘ that petition in the Lord’s Prayer, Give us this day 
our daily bread! may be understood both in a spiritual and 
common sense, to denote the body of Christ, which is our 
bread, that we pray may be given us every day.’ 

A great many other Fathers 46 speak of the benediction or 
thanksgiving as that which consecrates the eucharist. Which 
is not much different from this; for the thanksgiving was 
always a part of the eucharistical prayers. And therefore 
some join them both together, as Justin Martyr and Irensus, 
in the places now mentioned. And so Origen tells Celsus 47, 
‘that by thanksgiving and prayer they made bread an holy 
body, sanctifying such as received and eat it with a pure 
mind.’ And St. Austin, who in some places ‘® calls it barely 
‘the benediction or thanksgiving,’ in other places *9 says more 
expressly, that the eucharist was consecrated by prayer: ‘ We 
eall that the body of Christ, which is taken from the fruits of 








4 De Orat. Dom. p. 146. (p. 104.) 
Quod potest et spiritualiter et sim- 
pliciter intelligi ..... quia Christus 
noster panis est. Hunc autem pa- 
nem dari nobis quotidie postulamus. 

46 Tertul. cont. Marcion. l. 1. c. 
23. (p. 377 d.).... Non putem im- 
pudentiorem, quam qui..... super 
alienum panem alii Deo gratiarum 
actionibus fungitur?—Clemens A- 
lexandr. Peedagog. 1. 2. c. 2. (p. 186. 
18.) “Ore 8€ oivos fy 1d eddoynber, 
adrédecfe wddwy, pds rots pabyras 
Aéyor, OU px) wie éx rod yevynparos 
THs aumédou ravrns, x. t. A.—Chry- 
sost. Hom. 832. [Bened. 82. al. 83. ] 
in Matth. (t.7. p. 782 b.) Edyapioret, 
SSarxey Huas, Gros det rd pvoTnpLoy 
th sr ful a scr (p. 784 

-) Evyaplornce xai mpd rov dou 
rois pabnrais, tva nal npeis evya- 
prayer. Ep.]—Victor. Antioch. 
in Marc. 14. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 4. 

. 407 g.) Cum autem ad Apostolos 

icit, Hoc est corpus meum ; item, 
Hic est sanguis meus; certo apud se 
statuant vult, postea quam benedic- 
tio et gratiarum actio ad panem vel 
calicem propositum accesserit, panis 
quidem symbolum corporis Christi, 


per calicem vero ejusdem sanguinis 
participes se fieri.—Facundus Her- 
mianensis, Defens. Trium Capitul. 
1.9. [c. 5.] (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 10. p. 
79 g. 10.) Dominus benedictum pa- 
nem et calicem, quem discipulis suis 
tradidit, corpus et sanguinem suum 
vocavit.— Cyril. Alexandr. in Esai. 
ar, 6. (t. 2. p. 363d.) ...... Thy 
pvotiKny evdoyiay UrodnAoty, K.T. X. 
—Item im in Glaphyris super 
Genes. Exod. Levit., where he styles 
it eulogia, which is the same as eu- 
charist or benedtction.—Conf. Al- 
bertin. de Eucharist. 1.1. c. 6. (p. 
21.) Eadem veritas probatur ex Pa- 
tribus, &c. 

47 Cont. Cels. 1. 8. p. 399. See 
before, 8. 9. p. aoe n. 10. 

48 Ep. 59. ad Paulin. See before, 
ch. 1. 8. 3. p. 225. 0. 19. 

49 De Trinit. 1. 3. c. 4. (t. 8. p. 
798 b.) .... Corpus Christi et san- 
guinem dicimus; sed illud tantum, 
quod ex fructibus terre acceptum, 
et prece mystica consecratum, rite 
sumimus ad salutem spiritalem in 
memoriam pro nobis Dominice pas- 
sionis. 
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the earth, and consecrated by mystical prayer in a solemn 
manner, and so received by us unto salvation in memory of 
our Lord’s suffering for us.’ And writing against the Dona- 
tists 5°, who denied the validity of the sacraments, when they 
were consecrated and administered by sinners, he asks them, 
‘How then does God hear a murderer, when he prays either 
over the water of baptism, or the oil for unction, or over 
the eucharist, or over the héads of those that receive im- 
position of hands?’ Implying that the consecration of the 
eucharist, as well as the rest of the things mentioned, was 
performed by prayer. 

To this mighty cloud of witnesses, the Romanists have 
nothing material to oppose but a few mistaken passages of 
the Ancients, which the reader may find related with proper 
answers in that excellent book of Mr. Aubertine upon the 
Eucharist *!,_ I shall only take notice of one, which carries 
the fairest pretence, out of Chrysostom, who, in one of his 
Homilies >?, speaks of the consecration after this manner: ‘ It 
is not man that makes the elements become the body and 
blood of Christ, but Christ himself that was crucified for us. 
The priest stands fulfilling his office, and speaking those 
words; but the power and grace is of God. Christ said, This 
ts my body: this word consecrates the elements. And as that 
word, which said, Increase and multiply, and replenish the 
earth, was spoken but once, yet at all times is effectual indeed 
to strengthen our nature to beget children; so this word once 


50 De Baptism. 1. 5. c. 20. (t. 
p. 155 a.) Quomodo exaudit homi- 
cidam deprecantem, vel super aquam 
baptismi, vel super oleum, vel super 
eucharistiam, vel super capita eo- 
rum, gee manus imponitur? 

1. c. 7. (pp. 39, seqq.) In 
quo [c. 4 respondetur ad objec- 
bones ae uibus pro- 
bare conantur ex Patnbus conse- 
crationem fieri per verba, Hoc est 
wool ag meum, Hic est sanguis 


_y Hom. go. de Proditione Jude. 
t.5. p. 463. [Ed. Bened. de Prodit. 
Hom. 1.] (t. 2. p. 384 b.) Ovde ya Ls de 
dvOpends ¢orw 6 wody ra mpoxsi- 
peva yever Oar cSpa kat aipa Xpicrov’ 


GAN’ avrds 6 oravpwbeis t tmép npav 
Xpiords* oxijpa mAnpav dornkev é 
lepevs, Tad pnpata Pbeyyspevos € €xetva’ 
y) 3¢ duvapus, ral 7 xdpis Tov Geov 
éore’ Touré pov €ott To cpa, pyc’ 
Tauro yap Pina perappudpifes ra 
Tporeipeva" amep 7 
éxeien 7 Nee AbfaverOe, Kai 
mdnbuvecbe, kal wAnpdoare rh» yijy, 
éppeBn pey drag, dia sravrds 8€ rou 
xpdvou yiveras epyp evduvapoioa Tip 
quow Thy nuerépay aps tatdorotiay’ 
oure rat 1 Peovn aurn drag AexGeiva 
nal éxaotny tpdwefay év tals ék- 
cAnoias, €f éxeivou péexpe onpepor, 
ae pe THs avrov mapovoias, rh 
aly el ly te épydaferas. 


304 The oblation and XV. iil. 


spoken, from that time to this day, and until his coming again, 
perfects and consummates the sacrifice on every table through- 
out the Churches.’ The meaning of which is not, as the Ro- 
manists mistake, that the pronouncing of these words by the 
priest is the thing that makes the sacrifice; but that Christ, 
by first speaking those words, gave power unto men to make 
his symbolical body; as by once speaking those words, Increase 
and multiply, he gave them power to procreate children. 
Christ’s words are the original cause of the consecration; but 
still prayer, and not the bare repetition of his words, is the 
instrumental cause and means of the sanctification. As Chry- 
sostom himself says plainly in another place *°, where he at- 
tributes the consecration of the elements to the invocation of 
the Spirit, and the Spirit’s descent pursuant to such invocation. 
‘What meanest thou, O man ?’ says he, ‘ When the priest stands 
by the holy table, lifting up his hands to heaven, and invocating 
the Holy Spirit to come down and touch the elements, there 
should then be great tranquillity and silence. When the Spirit 
grants his grace, when he comes down, when he touches the 
elements, when thou seest the Lamb slain and offered, dost 
thou then raise a tumult and commotion and give way to strife 
and railing?’ In which words, it is plain, Chrysostom attri- 
butes the consecration to the power of Christ and the Holy 
Spirit, as the principal and efficient cause; to prayer and sup- 
plication, as the instrumental cause, operating by way of con- 
dition and means, to sanctify the elements according to Christ’s 
command, by a solemn benediction, and to the words, This is 
my body, and This is my blood: as spoken by Christ in the 
first institution, implying a declaration of what was then done, 








58 Hom. 32. in Coemeterii Appel- 
lationem. t.5. p. 487. (ibid. p- 40rd. ) 
Ti vroveis, avOporre ; 3; Orap é éorney rm 
rhs tpamnélns 6 lepeds, ras yeipas ava- 
teiveoy eis Toy olpavdv, Kahav rd 
Il-.edpa rd “Aytov, Tou mapayever Oat 
ral acbas ray MPOKeLpevery, WoAAy 
novxia, woA? otyn’ Gray a rik Ty 

dpw rd Uvetpa, Gray karéA@n, Gray 
Bras Tay mpoxeiuévev, Stray ins 
7d mpdéBarov dopayacpevoy Kai d- 
IpTLaLEvOY, réte OdpuBor, rére ra- 

paxny, TOTE  Pedoverkiay, tére Ao8o- 
piav émeoayes ; — (Conf. de Sa- 
cerdot. 1. 6. c. 4. t. 4. p. 93. (t. I. 


Pp. g24a.) See b. 6. ch. 3. ras ¥i2. 
Fag)" n. 74.—L. 3. ae (ibid. p. 
383 a.) “Eornxe 6 lepevs, ob tu, 

raratbépeoy, eal ene to zie 
jah’s ministry in presence of Ahab, 

the ice of Baal, and the people,) 
Gada rd Tvevpa Td“Aytoy’ kai ixery- 
piay emi modd moira, ovy iva Tis 
Aapmes dvoBev apdeica karavahooy 
ra mpoxeipeva, GAN’ iva 9 xdpes ene 
wegovoa 7 Gucia, oe éxeins ras 


andyrey dvayy Wuyas, cal dpyupiou 
elie amodeiEn memupwpevor. 
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and what should be done by his power and concurrence to the 
end of the world. So that in all things relating to consecra- 
tion, we find the practice of the Ancients exactly corresponding 
and agreeing to the order prescribed in the Constitutions. 
And whereas the Author of the Constitutions makes it a very 
great part of the consecration-prayer, ‘that they who partake 
of the eucharist may be confirmed in godliness, and obtain 
remission of sins; may be delivered from the Devil and his 
impostures; may be filled with the Holy Ghost, and be made 
worthy of Christ, and obtain eternal life ;’ St. Chrysostom *4 
evidently refers to such a prayer when he says, ‘ In the obla- 
tion we offer up our sins, and say, Pardon us whatever sins we 
have committed either willingly or unwillingly! We first make 
mention of them, and then ask pardon for them.’ And so it is 
in the Liturgy which goes under St. Chrysostom’s*> name: 
‘We offer unto thee this rational and unbloody service, be- 
seeching thee to send thy Holy Spirit upon us and these gifts ; 
make the bread the precious body of thy Christ; and that 
which is in the cup, the precious blood of thy Christ; trans- 
muting them by thy Holy Spirit, that they may be to the 
receivers for the washing of their souls, for pardon of sins, for 
participation of the Holy Ghost, for obtaining the kingdom of 
heaven, for boldness towards thee, and not for judgment and 
condemnation.’ 
18. Immediately after the consecration, followed prayer for After this 


the whole Catholic Church, as redeemed by the precious blood ae ae 


Tipsoy o@pa TOU Xpiorrov TOU, ..6.- 
ro 8¢ dy wornpip ripsoy aipa row 
Xpiorov gov, esiaiiaiae? T@ 
Tvevpari gov T/~ “Ayig’ . . dare 

yevéoOa rois perada ow els 
vin Yuri, els adheow dpapriay, 
eis xowoviay Tov ‘Aylou Tlvetiparos, 


els Bagtheias oupavay mijpopa, els 


‘4 Hom. 17. in Hebr. p. 1870. 
(t. 12. p. 166 c.) “Qomep exit THs 
spoopopas dvapépopey ra duapry- 
para, nal A€youey, etre éxovres etre 
dxovres 7) npaproper, Svyxepycoy, Tov- 
npeOa sasiicn mparov, Kal 
rére Thy wepnow airovper. e 
Benedictine + oF Savi a fis a dva- 


Pépopev, dvahéepoper kal ra duapry- 
para, Neyovres, x. t.. Ep. 

55 T. 4. p. 614. (ibid. p- 791 d. et 
P- 792 a. seqq.) geirigh mriaaid cos THY 
Aoyixay rauryy Kal » da- 
tpeiay, [nai mapaeadodyey, cai ded- 
peGa, xal iKeTEvoper, karareuyyov ro 
Tvevpa gov 6 Aytoy é¢’ eas, kat 
én Ta mpoxeipeva apa ravra’ 
xal troinoov roy pév adproy tovroy 


BINGHAM, VOL. VY. 


sappynaiay riy mds oe, re els xpiva 
i of plant ie —lIbid. p. ae 

796 c.) _Zuyxapnody por T~ dpap- 
rads ra wapanTépard plou..... Ta 
éxovowd re xal dxovowa, elre ev yvto- 
el, etre ep r &yvoig, etre éy X » etre 
év épyy, elre ev evOupnoes [al. ém- 
Oupnoe| éxpaga, mdyra pot ovyxe- 
pyngoy, x.T.A. 


x 


306 The oblation and XV. iii. 


the whole of Christ, which was then commemorated in the oblation and 
cathofc sacrifice of the altar. Thus it is represented in the Constitu- 
tions, and thus also in St. Chrysostom 5*, who, speaking of 
Eustathius, bishop of Antioch, says, ‘he had the care of the 
whole Church upon him; which he learned to be his duty from 
the prayers of the Church. For if prayers ought to be made 
for the Catholic Church, from one end of the earth to the 
other, much more did he think it his duty to show his concern 
for the whole Church, and watch for their preservation.’ In 
another place>” he says, ‘the priest, when the sacrifice was 
offered, bid the people to pray, or give thanks rather, for the 
whole world; for those that were absent, and those that were 
present; for those that were before them, and for those that 
were then living, and for those that should be after them.’ And 
again>® he speaks of ‘prayer for the world, the Church, and 
the common peace and tranquillity of mankind.’ He says>?, 
‘the priest prayed at the altar in the time of oblation for the 
whole city; and not for the whole city only, but for the whole 
world.’ So Cyril of Jerusalem says, ‘ as soon as the spiritual 
sacrifice was offered, they besought God for the common peace 
of the Church, and the tranquillity of the world, &c.’ And Vi- 
gilius®', in a letter to Justinian, reminds him ‘ how it was cus- 


5 Hom. 52. in Eustath. t.1. p. 
649. (t. 2. ae 607 b.) Kal fy merai- 
Seupevos @s mapa ms rou IIyev- 
paros xdptros, Sri rdy éxxAnaias mpo- 
coréra ovK éxelyns udyns xndeoOas det 
THs Tapa Tou Tlvetparos éyxeipso ei 
ons avrg, GAG cat naons THs Kara 
THY olxoupéyny Keuperns. Kat ravra 
ard réy lepoy éeudvOavey ebyav' el 

ras ebyds mroioba: dei, pnow, 
umép THs KaBodcxijs éxxAnoias rye did 
meparay ews meparey Tis olxouperns, 
TOM padXdov xal ry mpévoay vrép 
ardons abrns émdeixvvcGar Sei, nai 
dpoiws dravéy Krdeo Gat, kal peprpwgv 
nacas. 

57 Hom. 26. [Bened. 25. al. 0:1 
in aan p. 259. (t.7. p. 311 &) .. 

“O lepeds umép THs oO Kouperys, imép 
Tay mporépoy, vmep tev viv, tneép 
Tov yevnbevrary tév Eumpoodey, i imép 
roy pera Tatra écopevow els Hpas, 
evyaptorety KeAevet. 

Hom. 27. in Act. p. 29. (t. 9. 
p. 284b.)...."Avayxaias ai evyal éy- 


ravOa yivovras vmép THs oikouperns, 
imép Ts éxehyoias Ths éxi weparev, 
yeu mis elpnyns, Umép Tay év cup- 


of De Sacerdot. 1. 6. c. 4. t. 4. P- 93- 
(t.1. p.424 8.) Toy yap Urép Se rs 
modews" ral rl eyo wdAEws ; mdons 
pev oby ris olxoupémms mpeaevovra, 
cat Sedpevor, Tais dwayrwy apyaprias 
thewy ‘oas roy Oedy’..... ésroidy 
riva Sia os 
a Cole (23. Mystag. 5. n. 6. 
(al. 8.) (p. 327 4.) ane rd drap- 
rioOnvas Thy Tyeupar Guciay, ry 
dvalpaxro ov Aarpeiay pi rs Guvoias 
éxeivns Tou Dacpov, mapaxahoupey 
roy Ocdy t _Unép Kowns Tov éxxANnoi@y 
eipnyns, trép Ths Tou Kécpou evoTa- 
Geias, x... 

61 Ep. 4. (CC. t.5. p. 315 b.) 
Omnes pontifices, antiga in offe- 
rendo sacrificia traditione, deposci- 
muse exorantes ut Catholicam fidem 
adunare regere Dominus, et custo- 
dire toto orbe dignetur. 
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tomary from ancient tradition for all bishops, in offering the 
sacrifice, to beseech God to unite all men in the Catholic faith, 
and to protect and keep it throughout the world.” Nay, Op- 
tatus® says the Donatists continued to use this prayer in the 
celebration of the sacramental mysteries, though their doctrine 
and practice were the absolute reverse of it. They said, ‘ they 
offered for the Church, which was one, diffused over all the 
world: but their practice gave their prayers the lie; for they 
divided it into two, and confined the true Church to a corner of 
Afric, and the party of Donatus.’ However, this shows it was 
the practice both of Donatists and Catholics to pray for the 
Universal Church. 

14. More particularly they now repeated their prayers again More par- 
for the bishops and clergy of the whole Catholic Church, and io bison 
that Church especially whereof they were members. Which is and clergy. 
not only noted in the Constitutions, but by Epiphanius®, in his 
Letter to John, bishop of Jerusalem, where he wipes off a slan- 
der which some had falsely suggested to the bishop of Jerusa- 
lem, as if he had prayed publicly that God would grant him 
an orthodox faith, implying that he was in error; which he 
denies, telling them, ‘ that however he might pray for him after 
that manner privately in his heart, yet he never did so in the 
oblation of the sacrifice: for in offering those prayers accord- 
ing to the order of the holy mysteries, they were used to say, 
both for him and all other bishops, Keep him, O Lord, that 
preacheth the truth! or else after this manner, Preserve him, 

O Lord, and grant that he may preach the truth! according 
as the occasion and order of prayer required.’ St. Chryso- 
stom ® also takes notice of this solemn praying for bishops and 


62 L. 2. p- 53. (p. 45-) Voe illud 
legitimum in sacramentorum myste- 
rio preterire non poese. Offerre vos 
dicitis pro ecclesia, que una .est. 
Hoc ipsum mendacii pars est, unam 


nrot, Kai BAdxes, kai StadeAupevos, ws 
BN pdvoy ev TH Kapp Tay KaTnXOV- 
perv, GAAa Kai dy TH Kalp@ Tay 
moray éorava Kat éyer Oa’ év- 
revOey mavra dcéorparra, évrevdey 


vocare, de qua feceris duas. Et of- 
ferre vos dicitis pro una ecclesia, 
uz sit in toto terrarum orbe dif- 
usa, &c. 

63 Ep. ad Ioan. Hierosol. (t. 2. p. 
313 b, c.) See before, b. 13. ch. 5. 
B. Li v.4. p. 416. n. 83. 

Hom. 2. in 2 Cor. p. 745. (t.10. 
p.440€.)’ANAd rives ovTaws elaly avd- 


mavra aréAwAer’ Sri ev rq xaip@, éy 
") padcora Set réy Oeov xaradAdrrewy, 
€y tour mapofuvoyres drysev. Kal 
én ray moray, imep emoxdérey, 
urép mpeoBurepwy, imép Bacireor, 
twép tev Kparoivrey, vrép yis Kal 
Oadavens, Untp dépeoy, irép ths ol- 
Koupéwns amdons, KeAevdpeOa mpoo- 
evar te hrrarOpaagw Cep’ Gray ov 
x2 


For kings 
and ma- 
gistrates. 
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the clergy, and, among many other particulars, when the obla- 
tion was offered. ‘Some,’ says he, ‘are so inconsiderate, dis- 
solute, and vain, as to stand and talk, not only in the time of 
the catechumens, that is, when prayers were made for them in 
the first service, but also at the time of the faithful, or when 
their prayers were offered at the altar. And this,’ says he, ‘is 
the subversion and ruin of all religion, that at that time, when 
men ought chiefly to render God propitious to them, they go 
away, provoking his wrath against them. For in the prayers 
of the faithful, we are commanded to supplicate the merciful 
God for bishops, for presbyters, for kings, for all that are in 
authority ; for the earth and sea, for the temperature of the 
air or good weather, and for the whole world. When therefore 
we, who ought to have so much boldness and freedom as to 
pray for others, are not vigilant enough to pray for ourselves 
with an attentive mind; what excuse can we make? what par- 
don can we expect ?’ 

We cannot desire a plainer evidence than this of Chry- 
sostom, that all these things were the subject-matter of their 
petitions when the oblation was made upon the altar. 

15. And therefore hence it appears, that as they prayed for 
the bishops and the clergy, so they repeated their supplication 
for kings and magistrates in this prayer also. I have noted be- 
fore ® the several authors that take notice of their praying for 
kings in the prayers before the oblation, and here I will sub- 
join such as mention it in the oblation-prayer. 

Eusebius®, describing the dedication of the church which 
Constantine built at Jerusalem, says, ‘Some of the bishops then 
present made panegyrical orations upon Constantine’s great 


XY. iil. 


ol rocaurnv odeinovres Zyew mappn- 
olay, os Urép addorploy 8eicGas, pn- 
8¢ trip davray wppovres mpocevys- 
peOa, ris nuiy 7 arodoyia; moia ovy- 


ob B. 13. ch. 10. 8.5. V.4. Pp. 557- 
b. Is. ch. I. 8.3. V. 8. p. 222. 
Vit. Constant. 1. 4. c. 46. (v. I. 
p- 651. 30.) ....O8 8 rod Geod Act- 
roupyol evyais dua xal duadefeor rv 
loprey karexéopovy’ of pév rov Ge- 
opirovs Bacihéws ry eis roy ray 
dAwov Lornpa Seiogw avupvorrres, 
rds Te mepi TO paprupwy peyadoup- 
yias dceftdvres rH Adyp’ of 8 rais 


awd ray Geiwy Soyparay raynyuptkais 
Geodoylats, mavdaciay Aoytxoy Tpo- 
by Tais tdvray mapaciddvres axoais 
ot St éppnveias rav Oeiwy dva- 
yrooparay erotouvro, Tas aroppn 
droxadvnrovres Oewpias’ of de By Oca 
rovray wpe oloi re, Ovoias avai- 
pots cal puorixais iepoupyiass rd Oetor 
Ddoxovro, tmp ris xowns elpnyns, 
tmép rns éxxAnoias rou Geov avrov 
re Bagitéws, tmep rou rovovTey ai- 
rlov, raidwy tr ab’rov GeopAGr, ixern- 
pious evxas ro Ceq mpocavahépor- 
res. 
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respect for the common Saviour, and the magnificence of his 
temple; others preached upon points of divinity proper to the 
occasion ; others explained the mystical sense of Scripture ; and 
others, who could not attain to this, celebrated the mystical 
service and offered the unbloody sacrifice to God, making 
prayers for the common peace of the world, for the Church of 
God, for the Emperor himself, the founder of the Church, and 
for his pious children.’ In like manner Cyril of Jerusalem”, 
describing the order of the communion-service, says, ‘After the 
spiritual sacrifice and the unbloody service of the propitiatory 
oblation is completed, we beseech God for the common peace 
of the Churches, for the tranquillity of the world, for kings, for 
their armies, for their allies, for those that are sick and af- 
flicted, and in short for all that stand in need of help and as- 
sistance.’ St. Chrysostom elsewhere®* mentions both private 
and public prayers for kings, the latter of which may be un- 
derstood of these prayers after the oblation, as well as any 
others. Arnobius® says expressly, ‘they prayed at once for 
the magistrates, for their armies, for kings, for their friends, 
and for their enemies, for the living, and for the dead.’ 
Where his mentioning the dead plainly shows, that he speaks 
of those prayers which were made after the eucharist was 
consecrated, in which, as we shall see by and by, a particular 
commemoration was made of all those that were departed in 
the faith. 

16. Next after prayer for kings followed prayer for the For the 
dead, that is, for all that were departed in the true faith in ee 
Christ. For so it is in the Constitutions7°: ‘ We offer unto thee 
for all thy saints that have lived well pleasing in thy sight 
from the foundation of the world, for patriarchs, prophets, 
holy men, apostles, martyrs, confessors, bishops, presbyters, 


67 Catech. [23.] Mystag. 5. n. 6. 
fal. 8. Seen before, s. 13. n. 60. 
preceding. 

68 Hom. 20. ad Pop. Antioch. t.1. 
p. 258. (t.2. p. 221 b.) Td 8¢ mavras 
épacras xaraorycat, Kat per’ evyolas 
weioas StaxeioOas epi tiv Baowetay 
Thy anv, kal pi) pdvoy Kowds GdAd 
nai idias inip ths ons apxns movel- 
cba evyas, dvoxardpOwroy, x. 7. 2d. 

6¥ Cont. Gentes, 1. 4. p. 181. (p. 


152.) Cur immaniter conventicula 
nostra dirui meruerint? In quibus 
summus oratur Deus, pax cunctis 
et venia postulatur magistratibus, 
exercitibus, regibus, familiaribus, 
inimicis, adhuc vitam degentibus, et 
resolutis corporum vinctione. 

70 See before, p. 271, towards the 
end of n. 44. “Ert mpoodéepoper cot, 
Kk. 7.2. 
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deacons, subdeacons, readers, singers, virgins, widows, laymen, 
and all whose names thou knowest.’ 

And that this was the general practice of the Church, to 
pray for all without exception, appears from the concurrent 
testimony of all the writers of the Church. We have heard 
Arnobius say already 7° that they prayed for the living and the 
dead in general. And long before him, Tertullian 7! speaks of 
oblations for the dead, for their birth-days, that is, the day of 
their death, or a new birth unto happiness, in their annual 
commemorations. He says’?2, every woman ‘prayed for the 
‘soul of her deceased husband, desiring that he might find rest 
and refreshment at present, and a part in the first resurrection, 
and offered an annual oblation for him on the day of his 
death.’ In like manner 7? he says, the husband ‘ prayed for the 
soul of his wife, and offered annual oblations for her.’ St. Cy- 
prian often mentions the same practice, both when he speaks 
of martyrs and others. For the martyrs they offered the 
oblation of prayer, and of praise and thanksgiving: for others 
prayers chiefly. Those for the martyrs he calls 7‘ ‘ oblations 
and sacrifices of commemoration,’ which they offered especially 
on the anniversary days of their martyrdom’, giving God 
thanks for their victory and coronation. But for others they 
made solemn supplications and prayers, as appears from what 
he says of one Geminius Victor 76, that because he had ap- 
pointed a presbyter to be his executor, contrary to law, ‘no 
oblation should be made for his rest or sleep, nor any depreca- 
tion be used in his name,’ according to custom, in the Church. 
The author under the name of Origen upon Job 7’ says, ‘ they 


70 See s. 15. n. 69, preceding. 

71 De Cor. Mil. c. 3. (p. 102 a.) 
Oblationes pro defunctis, pro na- 
talititiis, annua die facimus. 

72 De Monogam. c. 10. (p. 531 
a.).. Pro anima ejus orat, et refri- 
gerium interim appostulat ei, et in 
prima resurrectione consortium, et 
offert annuis diebus dormitionis 
ejus. 

74 Exhort. ad Castitat. c. 11. (p. 
523 d.)... Jam receptee apud Do- 
minum [al. Deum] pro cujus Spiritu 
postules, pro qua oblationes annuas 
reddas. 

74 Ep. 37. (al. 12.] ad Clerum. p. 


28. (p. 188.) Celebrentur hic a no- 
bis oblationes et sacrificia ob com- 
memorationes eorum. 

7 Ep. tes 39:] P- 77: (P- 
224.) Sacrificia pro els semper, ut 
meministis, offerimus, quoties mar- 
tyrum passiones et dies anniversaria 
commemoratione celebramus. 

76 Ep. 66. lal. r.] P. 3- (p. 170.).. 
Non est quod pro dormitione ejus 
apud vos fiat oblatio, aut deprecatio 

iqua nomine ejus in ecclesia fre- 
quentetur. 

77 In Job. l. 3. t. 1. p. 437. (t. 2. 
p. 902 a.).... Propterea et memorias 
sanctorum facimus, et parentum 
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made devout mention of the saints, and their parents and 
friends that were dead in the faith; as well to rejoice in their 
refreshment, as to desire for themselves a pious consummation 
in the faith.’ And Origen himself7* says, ‘they thought it 
convenient to make mention of the saints in their prayers, and 
to excite themselves by the remembrance of them.’ Cyril of 
Jerusalem 79, in describing the prayer after consecration, says, 
‘ We offer this sacrifice in memory of all those that are fallen 
asleep before us, first patriarchs, prophets, apostles, and 
martyrs, that God by their prayers and intercessions may 
receive our supplications; and then we pray for our holy 
fathers and bishops, and all that are fallen asleep before us, 
believing it to be a considerable advantage to their souls to be 
prayed for whilst the holy and tremendous sacrifice lies upon 
the altar.’ Epiphanius disputes at large against the Aerians, 
who ridiculed all prayers for the dead. For they said ®°, ‘ If 
the prayers of the living will advantage the dead, then it was 
no matter for being pious and virtuous ; a man only needed to 
get his friends to pray for him after death, and he would be 
liable to no punishment, nor would his most enormous crimes 
be required of him.’ To whom Epiphanius replies *! ‘that 


nostrorum, vel amicorum in fide p. 907 a, b.) Ei 8€ Gdws ebyy 


morientium devote memoriam agi- 
mus, tam illorum refrigerio gau- 
dentes, quam etiam nobis piam con- 
summationem in fide postulantes. 

78 Lib. 9. in Rom. 12. [v. 13.] t. 
2. p. 607. (ibid. p. 652 a.)...Me- 
minisse sanctorum sive in collectis 
solemnibus, sive pro eo ut ex re- 
cordatione eorum proficiamus, aptum 
et conveniens videtur. 

79 Catech. [23. ] Mystag. 5. n. 6. 
fal. 9.] (p. 328 a.) Elra pynporevo- 
PeY KA THY TpoKEeKOlnpEeveay, MPa@Toy 
mwarptapxayv, 1 @y, aroorddoy, 
paprupey, Gras 6 Oeds rais evxais 
auta@y kai mpecBeias mpoodeftnrat 7- 
pov thy Cénow' elra cat tmep ray 
Tpoxexoipnpevoy cryiay warépewy, Kat 
emoxéireyv, kal mayreyv arAOs Tay ev 
NM wpokexotsanpevay, peyicrny dsyn- 
aw morevovres Ecerbau tais Wuyais, 
trép dv 1 Senos avadéperar ris 
aylas xai Gpiewdeotdrns mpoxerpevns 
Ovoias. 

8 Her. 75. Aerian. n. 3. (t. I. 


ray évravda Tovs éxeioe Svnoev, dpa 
‘youv pndels evoeBeirw, pndé ayabo- 
moteire, GAAG krncacOe pidous reves, 
30 ob Bovdrerat rpérrov, fFfrot ypypace 
weioas, ifros idous afiwoas ev tH 
reXeutf, kai evyéobwoay wepi avrar, 
iva pn te exer waOy, pnde ra Ur avTov 
yivopueva Tay aynkeoTey aGuaptnpdtoy 


éx(nrn Oy. 

a Ibid. n.7.(p.g1i a.) “Ewera 
8¢ wepi tov dyduata A€yew Toy Te- 
Aevrnoayrev, ti dv ein Tovrou mpoup- 
ytairepoy ; ri Tovrouv Kaipwrepoy 
kat Oavpaowrepor, meorevery pey Tovs 
napéyras, Ors ol ameAOdvres (Gor, Kai 
éy avunaptig ovk eiciv, adda elot rar 
(aot mapa te Acowdrp, Kai Grows dy 
ro gepyéraroy knpvypa Suryncotro, 
@s éAnis dotw Urép adeAday evxo- 
pevois, ds ev drodnuig rvyxavdvrer. 
Oerei 8¢ nai n brép avray ywopern 
evy7), ef xaltrd dda Toy alirvaparey p7) 
amroxémrot, GAN’ ody ye dia Td rOdAG- 
xis éy xdope Nas Ovras opddAco Oat 
axovcias te Kal éxoucios, iva TO év- 
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they had many good reasons for mentioning the names of the 
dead; because it was an argument that they were still in being, 

and living with the Lord; because it was some advantage to 
sinners, though it did not wholly cancel their crimes; because 

it put a distinction between the perfection of Christ and the 
imperfection of all other men: therefore they prayed for 
righteous men, fathers, patriarchs, prophets, apostles, evan- 
gelists, martyrs, confessors, bishops, hermits, and all orders of 
men.’ 

It appears from all the ancient Liturgies under the names of 
St. Basil, Chrysostom, Gregory Nazianzen, and Cyril 82, that 
they prayed for all saints, the Virgin Mary herself not ex- 
cepted. And it is remarkable, that im the old Roman Missal 
they were used to pray for the soul of St. Leo, as Hincmar 89, 
a writer of the ninth age, informs us, who says the prayer ran in 
this form: ‘Grant, O Lord, that this oblation may be of advan- 
tage to the soul of thy servant Leo, which thou hast appointed to 
be for the relaxation of the sins of the whole world.’ But this 
was thought so incongruous in the following ages, that in the 
later Sacramentaries or Missals it was changed into this form : 
‘Grant, O Lord, we beseech thee, that this oblation may be of 
advantage to us by the intercession of St. Leo,’ as Pope Inno- 
cent the Third * assures us it was in his time. And such 
another alteration was made in Pope Gregory’s Sacramenta- 
rium. For in the old Greek and Latin Edition * there is this 





reXéorepor onpavOy. Kal yap dixaiwy 
srowupeba Tiy pynpny, Kal drép apap- 
Trwday’ imtp pdy auaprodor, vrép 
édéous Gead Seduevor’ Urép Se Sixaleoy, 
kal tarépewy, xal warpiapyey, xal 
apopyray, kal aroardé\wy, Kai evay- 
yedioray, Kal paprupwr, kai dpodo- 
yntav, émoxdrey re xal dvaywpnrar, 
rat travrés rov rdéyparos, va roy KU- 
prov "Incovy Xpioréy adopicwpey ard 
ms Tov avOporey rdfews, oid Tis 
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LEV. 

82 See these quoted in Bishop 
Usher’s Answer to the challenge, p. 
136. On Prayer for the Dead. 
(Works, v. 3. p. 201.) Fifthly, by 
the forms that are found, &c.— 
Conf. ap. Dall. de Poenitent. et Sa- 
tisfact. 1. 5. c. 8. (pp. 508 seqq.) Ac 


pone quidem, &c.—([See aleo n. 88, 
ollowing. Ep. | 

83 De Preedestin. 1. 1. c. 34. n. 4. 
(t. 1. p. 297.).... Annue nobis, Do- 
Mine, ut anime famuli tui Leonis 
heec prosit oblatio, quam immolando 
irae mundi tribuisti relaxari de- 
icta. 

84 Ep. in Decret. Greg. M. 1. 3. tit. 
4i.c. 6. (t. 2. p. 1372. 7o-) Annue 
nobis , quesumus Domine, ut in- 
tercessione B. Leonis, hsec nobis 

rosit oblatio. Missal. Fest. Leonie. 
un. 28. 

85 Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. (s. Auctar. 
Ducwan. t. 2. p. 129.) MonoOnre 
nat ray Sovhwy cov mdayroy Kal ma- 
cay, ol perd rou onpeiou ris ricrews 
mpoarnAGoy nuday, nal Urvoy elpryns 
nexoipnvras’ cat Seduebd cov, iva nace 
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prayer: ‘Remember, O Lord, all thy servants,’ men and 
women, who have gone before us in the seal of the faith, and 
sleep in the sleep of peace: we beseech thee, O Lord, to grant 
them, and all that rest in Christ, a place of refreshment, light, 
and peace, through the same Jesus Christ our Lord.’ But in 
the new reformed Missals *¢ it is altered thus, ‘ Remember, 
Lord, thy servants and handmaids N. and N. that have gone 
before us, &c.,’ that they might not seem to pray for saints 
as well as others that were in purgatory. Which makes it 
very probable that St. Cyril’s Catechism has also been tam- 
pered with, and a clause put in, which speaks of their praying 
to God by the intercession of patriarchs, prophets, apostles, 
and martyrs: since the ancient Liturgies prayed for them as 
well as for all others. St. Chrysostom 87 says expressly they 
offered for the martyrs. And so it is in his Greek Liturgy *°: 

‘We offer unto thee this reasonable service for the faithful 
deceased, our forefathers, fathers, patriarchs, prophets and 
apostles, evangelists, martyrs. confessors, religious persons, and 
every spirit perfected in the faith ; but especially for our most 
holy, immaculate, most blessed lady, the mother of God and 
ever virgin, Mary.’ Though, as Bp. Usher ® has observed, 
some of the Latin translators have also given a perverse turn 
to these words, rendering them thus, ‘ We offer unto thee this 
36. (t. 9. p. 176 b. 736. 2.) 


ros €v Xpore a dyarravoapevors xo 


Ti Sieh a 


dvayyugens, Kai gerds, xal clone 
mapacxns 8 avrov rot Knpiov nyo 
‘Ingod Xpurrod. [Latine ibid. Me- 
mento etiam, Domine, famulorum 
tuorum, cunctorum atque Cae. 
rum, qui nos appa algs Sep 
 shaiareava sunt] cum signo fidei, et 
ormiunt in somno pacis. Ipais, 
Domine, et omnibus in Christi 7 
escentibus locum refrigerii, lucie, et 
pacis, ut indulgeas deprecamur, per 
eundem m Dominum no- 


strum. Ep. 

Balan aarp in Can. oar 
ntwerp. 1554. 4to. I. 
Colon. 1644. fol. p et Pa d. Paris. 
1739. 8vo. p. 228,) Memento, Do- 
mine, famulorum famularumque tu- 
arum N. et N., qui nos preeceeserunt 
cum signo fi ei, et dormiunt in 


somno : 
87 Hom. 31. in Act. t. 4. Ed. 


trép papriper mpoodé- 
perOat, x. .X. 

88 Liturg. t. 4. p. 614. (t. 12. 
792 c.) “Ere xpoopupoée wot rp 
oyexny Tavrny harpelay tmép trav év 
miores dvanavoapevev mporrarépov, 
Trarépay, mar paper, mpodyray, kai 

wy, KNPUKeY, € Moray, 

bpev, dpohoynrar, eyxpareutay, 

kat tavros tvevparos ev niore re- 

reheveopevon, éfaipéros THs mavayias, 

dypayrov, t tmép ebAoynpens ele 

Seorroimns 7} nuiov Beordxov, xai detrap- 
Gévov Mapias. 

8 Answer to the Challe p. 
136. (Works, v. 3. p. 202. hich 

kind of oblation for the saints 
sounding somewhat harshly in the 
ears of the Latins, Leo Thuscus in 
his translation thought best to ex- 
press it to their better liking, &c. 
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reasonable service for the faithful deceased, our forefathers 
and fathers, by the intercession of the patriarchs, prophets, 
apostles, martyrs, and all the saints.’ For it sounded ill to the 
Latin ears to hear St. Chrysostom say, ‘the ancient Church 
prayed for saints and martyrs.’ And yet he says it, not only 
in the forementioned places, but over and over again in 
others. 

In his forty-first Homily upon the first of Corinthians ™, 
speaking against immoderate sorrow for the death of sinners, 
he says, ‘ they are not so much to be lamented, as succoured 
with prayers and supplications and alms and oblations. For 
these things were not designed in vain, neither is it without 
reason that we make mention of those that are deceased in the 
holy mysteries, interceding for them to the Lamb that is slain 
to take away the sins of the world ; but that some consolation 
may hence arise to them. Neither is it in vain that he who 
stands at the altar, when the tremendous mysteries are cele- 
brated, cries, ‘ We offer unto thee for all those that are asleep 
in Christ, and all that make commemorations for them! For 
if there were no commemorations made for them, these things 
would not be said. Let us not, therefore, grow weary in 
giving them our assistance, and offering prayers for them. 
For the common propitiation of the whole world is now before 
us. Therefore we now pray for the whole world, and name 
them with martyrs. with confessors, with priests, for we are 
one body, though one member be more excellent than another; 
and we may obtain a general pardon for them by our prayers, 


9 Hom. 41. in 1 Cor. p. Jor. (t. ray ep Xpror@ KEKOLN Levey, nal roy 


0. p. 392 e.) Ei d€ xal auaprwhds 
amine ce 8a tovro Bei aipew, ore 
évexdnn Ta GuapTipara, kai ov mpoc- 
€Onxe ary rat ee wos by 
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vevdnrat, obde elxy penny movoupeba 
Tév are O6vrey emt rov Oeioy pvorn- 
piwy, kal Umép auréov mpd » bed~ 
pevot TOU “Apyod Tou Kewsevou, TOU 
AaSdvros THY apapriay Tov xd pou’ 
GAN’ iva tis evrevOev avrois yernras 
mapapviia’ ov8€ parny 6 wapecrés 


p Guovaormpig, ray ppixray poory- 
piwy redoupevwy, Bog trép mdyroy 


ras pveias urrep abréy oe, 
el inép atray ai pveiae eyi- 
wilted " gg €réxOn. ... MQ 
ne Grroxdpopev rois dmedOotor Bon- 
ea ar Kai 1, époyres tirép alrav 
evxas* blagie Kouwov ig olxou- 
pevns xeiras Y rabdpaoy. Aud rovro 
Gappowvres trép THs olxouperns bed- 
paOa rére, kai pera papropey avrovs 
Kadouper, perd dpohopnray, pera le- 
péov' xal yap dy vaya eoper Graves, 
xdy Aapmpdrepa péhy peddv, Kal du- 
varov mavroGey ovyyvouny avrois ouv- 
wy, and ray elydy, amd Tey 
inép atréy Sdper, and rav per 
auTay Kadoupevoy. 
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by our alms, by the help of those that are named together 
with them.’ He supposes here that the saints prayed for 
sinners, though at the same time the Church prayed both for 
the saints and martyrs and sinners together. In another 
place 9 he says, prayers were made in general for all those 
that were deceased in the faith, and none but catechumens 
dying in a voluntary neglect of baptism were excluded from 
the benefit of them. ‘At that time,’ says he, ‘ when all the 
people stand with their hands lift up to heaven, and all the 
company of priests with them, and the tremendous sacrifice 
lies upon the altar, how shall we not move God to mercy, when 
we call upon him for those that are deceased in the faith? I 
speak of them only : for the catechumens are not allowed this 
consolation, but are deprived of all assistance, except only 
giving alms for them.’ This then was a punishment inflicted 
upon the catechumens, of which Chrysostom speaks in other 
places®?; and it appears to have been a settled rule by some 
ancient canons 9 of the Church, of which I have had occasion 
to speak in a former Book, to deny catechumens the benefit 
of the Church’s prayers after death. Chrysostom says again % 
‘that a bishop is to be intercessor for allethe world, and to pray 


91 Hom. 3. in Phil. p. 1225. (t. 
II. p. 217 f.) “Oray elornxes 
Aaos dAdxAnpos xelpas dvarelvovres, 
mAnpopa leparixdy, ral mpdxerras 7 

ppucr) Gvoia, ras ob noopey 


Tisious oixodopnowper emi me Oepe- 
-—Hom. 1. in Act. p. 14. (t. 9. 
pe seq) [Ali the ltter part of thi 
omily is addressed to catechumens 
who delayed their baptism, but I do 


umép rouTray Top Ocdy wapaxahowvres ; 
"ANAG rovro per rept tév ey miores 
wapehOvrev’ of 8¢ xarnxoupevos ode 

sovyras Tips mapapvbias, 
dAdd ameorépnyrat mdons Ts Tot- 
aurns Bonbeias, why paras revos® rroias 
d¢ ravrns; fveots névnow trép avray 
Odvar, x. 7. A. 

92 Hom. 24. in Ioan. Pp. 169. (t. 
8. p. 147 b.) El yévosro, 8 px ye- 
apo ris Teheuris 
émeXGovons, a dpuy s dvrevOey aweh- 
Geiv, xy mee Xeoper dyaba, ovder 
Quas ere cadeEerat fh yéewva, ral 
oxeArné Leaavor, xai wip daBeoroy, xai 
Seopa @ura. ‘AAG Bi yeoord ria 
Téy tavra dxoudyray éxeimns mapac- 
Gnvas THs rohdrews. Tovro d¢ gaora, 
dy ray ayiov xarafiabérres pvorm- 
ploy, xpvady Kai dpyupoy, nal A\(Gous 


not find any topic to the author’s 
present purpose, except the follow- 
ing words: (p. 11 d.).... ‘oO de, 


éSomep phaipesien ta pevos Tou Ocoi Tip 
arekOoy dpnotpos ms 

sins arrapairnroy é£e: ry ripewpiay. 
C. Bracar. i.c.35. See n. 97, 


following. 

% B. ro. ch. 2. 8. 18. v. 3. p. 
474. 

% De sealant 1, 6.¢. 4. sie be- 
fore, 8. n. 59. — Conf. 
Hom. aa 3 Roe 31. al. 32.] in 
Matth. p. Hes (t. 7. p. 361.) Ti 
pera rabra wérgra tale cai mapa- 
radeis iepéas ef 3 twa els avd- 


wavoww awéhOn, you é rereheurnkas, 
iva tAew ox Tov Stxaorny. 
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to God to be merciful to the sins of all men, not only the living, 
but the dead also.’ Cassian says also the biothanati, as they 
called them, that is. men that laid violent hands upon them- 
selves, were excluded from the benefit of the Church’s prayers. 
And therefore when one Hero, an old hermit, had by the 
delusions of Satan cast himself into a deep well, Paphnutius, the 
abbot %, could ‘hardly be prevailed upon to let him be 
reckoned any other than a self-murderer, and unworthy of the 
memorial and oblation that was made for all those that were at 
rest in peace.’ Which is also noted in the Council of Braga 9% 
where catechumens and self-murderers are put in the same 
class together, as persons that deserved neither the solemnities 
of Christian burial, nor the usual prayers and commemoration 
that was made for the rest of Christians at the altar. 

St. Austin had a singular opinion in this matter about prayer 
for the dead. For he thought the martyrs were not properly 
to be prayed for as other men, because they were admitted to 
the immediate fruition of heaven. There goes a common say- 
ing under his name, which Pope Innocent the Third? quotes 
as Holy Scripture, ‘ that he who prays for a martyr does in- 
jury to the martyr, beacause they attained to perfection in this 
life, and have no need of the prayers of the Church, as all 
others have.’ Therefore he says', ‘ when they were named at 


96 Collat. 2. c. 5. (p. 240.).... 
Vix a presbytero abbate Paphnutio 
potuit obtineri, ut non inter biotha- 
natos reputatus, etiam memoria et 
oblatione pausantium judicaretur in- 

nus. 

Bracar. 1. c. 35. (al. Bracar. 
2.¢c.16.] (t. 5. p. 841.) Placuit, 
ut bi, qui sibi ipsis aut per ferrum, 
aut per venenum, aut per preci- 

itium, aut suspendium, vel quoli- 

et modo, violentam inferunt mor- 
tem, nulla pro illis in oblatione com- 
memoratio fiat, neque cum psalmis 
ad sepulturam eorum cadavera de- 
ducantur, &c.—Ibid. c. 17. (e.) Item 
placuit, ut catechumenis, sine re- 
demptione baptismi defunctis, simili 
modo, neque oblationis comme- 
moratio, neque psallendi impendatur 
officium. 

%8 In Decretal. Greg. M. 1. 3. tit. 


4l.c. §. (t. 2. p. 1373. 11.)...Cum 
Sacre Scripture dicat auctoritas, 
quod injuriam facit martyri, qui 
orat pro martyre. 

& 49 Serm. ie de Verb. A a t. 
10. p. 132. [al. Serm. 159.| (t. 5. 
p. nbs fz.) erfectio tamen in hac 
vita nonnulla est, ad quam sancti 
martyres pervenerunt. Ideoque ha- 
bet ecclesiastica disciplina, quod fi- 
deles noverunt, cum martyres eo 
loco recitantur ad altare Dei, ubi 
non pro ipsis oretur, pro ceteris 
autem commemoratis defunctis ora- 
tur. Injuria est enim pro martyre 
orare, cujus nos debemus orationi- 
bus commendari. 

1 In Ioan. Tract. 84. t. 9. p. 185. 
(t. 3. part. 2. p. 709 d.)... Ad ipsam 
mensam non sic eos commemora- 
mus, quemadmodum alios, qui in 
pace requiescunt, ut etiam pro eis 


$17 


the altar, and their memorials celebrated, they did not comme- 
morate them as persons for whom they prayed, as they did all 
others that rested in peace, but rather as men that prayed for 
the Church on earth, that we might follow their steps, who 
had attained to the perfection of charity in laying down their 
lives for Christ, according to that aphorism of Christ himself, 
Greater love than this hath no man, that he lay down his 
life for his friends.’ Upon this account St. Austin? thought 
the oblations and alms, that were usually offered in the Church 
for all the dead that had received baptism, ‘ were only thanks- 
givings for such as were very good; and propitiations for those 
that were not very bad; and for such as were very evil, though 
they were no helps to them when they were dead, yet they 
were some consolation to the living.’ But, as Bishop Usher? 
rightly observes, this was but a harsh interpretation of the 
prayers of the Church, to imagine that one and the same act 
of praying should be a petition for some, and for others a 
thanksgiving only: and therefore it is more reasonable to sup- 
pose that the Church designed to pray for all; especially since 
St. Austin + himself owns that the Church made supplications 
for all that died in the society of the Christian and Catholic 
faith; as all the ancient forms of prayer do manifestly evince 
beyond all possibility of exception. 

17. Supposing, then, that the ancient Church made prayers Upon what 
for saints and martyrs, as well as all others, it remains.to be Sounds the 
inquired, Upon what grounds and reasons she observed this Church 
custom? Whether upon the modern supposition of a purgatory- ae 
fire, or upon other reasons more agreeable to such a general saints, mar- 
practice? That she did not do it upon the supposition of pur- Pes cae 


fessors, as 
well as all 


others. 
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oremus, sed magis ut [orent] ipsi 
pro nobis, ut eorum vestigiis adhz- 
reamus, quia impleverunt ipsi cari- 
tatem, &c. 

2 Enchirid. c. 110. (t. 6. p. 238 c.) 
Cum ergo sacrificia sive altaris sive 
quarumcunque eleemosynarum pro 
baptizatis defunctis omnibus offe- 
runtur, pro valde bonis gratiarum 
actiones sunt; pro non valde malis 
propitiationes sunt; pro valde malis, 
etiamsi nulla sunt adjumenta mor- 
tuorum, qualescunque vivorum con- 
solationes sunt. Quibus autem pro- 


sunt, aut ad hoc prosunt, ut sit 
cee remissio, aut certe ut tolera- 
ilior fiat ipsa damnatio. 

3 Answer to the Challenge, p. 142. 
(Works, v. 3. p. 210.) A private ex- 
position I call this, &c. 

4 De Cura pro Mortuis, c. 4. (t. 6. 
p- §19 e.).... Non sunt pretermit- 
tend supplicationes Pe seeniue 
mortuorum: quas faciendas pro 
omnibus in Christiana et Catholica 
societate defunctis, etiam tacitis no- 
minibus, eorumque sub generali 
commemoratione, suscepit ecclesia. 
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gatory, appears evidently from what has been already observed 
[in the preceding section] out of the public offices of the 
Church, that she prayed for all the saints, martyrs, confessors, 
patriarchs, prophets, apostles, and even the Virgin Mary her- 
self, and all other holy men and women from the foundation of 
the world, who were supposed to be in a place of rest and hap- 
piness, and not in any place of purgation or torment. And this 
appears further from the private prayers made by St. Ambrose 
for the Emperors Theodosius> and Valentinian and Gratian®, 
and for his own brother Satyrus’; and the directions he gives 
to Faustinus§, ‘ not to weep for his sister, but to make prayers 
and oblations for her.’ For all these were persons, of whom he 
had not the least doubt but that their souls were in rest and 
happiness : as all the funeral-service of the Ancients supposes, 
where they usually sung those verses of the Psalms, “ Return 
again unto thy rest, O my soul, for the Lord hath rewarded 
(dealt bountifully with] thee:” [116, 7.] and agam, “TI will 
fear no evil, because thou art with me:” (23, 4.] and again, 
‘Thou art my refuge from the affliction that compasseth me 
about,” (or, “ Thou hast been my defence and refuge in the 
day of my trouble.” 59, 16.] Which St. Chrysostom? often 
bids his hearers remember ; so that whilst they prayed for the 
deceased party, they should not weep and lament immoderately, 
as the Heathen did, but give God thanks for taking him to a 


® De Obit. Theodos. Ss 2. p.1207 d. 

36. Da requiem perfectam servo 

eodosio, requiem illam quam 
ieacimite sanctis tuis. 


6 vate ie Valentin. (ibid. p.1194b. 
8.) Beati ambo [ Valentinianus 


a ratianus] si quid mese orationes 
valebunt. ulla dies vos silentio 
preeteribit, nulla inhonoratos vos 
mea transibit oratio, nulla nox non 
donatos aliqua precum mearum 
contextione transcurret. 

7 See b. 23. ch. 3. 8. 1 ae 

8 Ep. 8. Pal. 39-] Fanstin. 
(ibid. p. 944 f. n. 4.) Itaque non 
tam deplorandam quam prosequen- 
dam orationibus reor: nec mesti- 
ficandam lacrymis tuis, sed_magie 
oblationibus animam ejus Domino 
commendandam arbitror. 

9 Hom. 4. in Hebr. p. 1785. (t. 


p. 47 b.) "Evodnooy ri Pasay 
cara a eee éxeivov’ ‘Em lorpewvor, 
vexn pou, els TH dvaravolv aov, drt 
Kuptos eimpyérno€ ce’ xal méduy, Ov 
PoRnOjoopas Kaka, ort od ser’ €uow 
ef nat mdduy, Sv pov el Kara 
amd Orjinpeas THs Wwepte ovens p 
yénooy rl Bovdovras 0 ol padpol. 
— Hom. 29. de Dormient. t. 5. p. 
423. (t.1. ° 764 ©.) “Adynoor, od- 
Kpucoy, GAAG 423) arodvorerions; pA 
ducyxepayns, 1) ayAvARTHONS. . . Toy 
dred Bévra, rai apmrpa ravra ‘aire 
cupréuyns évragua’ dy peéy yap buc- 
Xepavys, kdxeivov nabuSpicas, Kat roy 
A\aBévra wapatvuvas, nai \wauroy Kare- 
Brawas" dy de eixapiornoys, KaKelvoy 
exdopnoas, kat rov AaBdvra edéfacas, 
kat gavrév abeAnoas.—Conf. Cas- 
sian. Collat. 2. c. 5. (pp. 139, 8eqq-) 
De morte Heronis senis. 
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place of rest and security. Which is utterly inconsistent with 
their going into the dreadful pains of purgatory. St. Austin? 
both prayed in private for his mother Monicha, [or Monnica], 
and also speaks of the Church’s prayers for her at her funeral, 
and afterward at the altar; and yet he made no question of 
her going hence from a state of piety here to a state of joy 
and felicity hereafter. And after the same manner Gregory 
Nazianzen '° prays God to receive the soul of his brother Cx- 
sarius, who was lately regenerated by the Spirit in baptism. 

It is certain these prayers were not founded on a belief of 
a purgatory-fire after death, but upon a supposition that they 
were going to a place of rest!! and happiness, which was their 
first reason for praying for them, that God would receive them 
to himself, and deliver them from condemnation. 

Secondly, upon the same presumption some of their prayers 
for the dead were always eucharistical, or thanksgivings for 
their deliverance out of the troubles of this sinful world. As 
appears not only from the fore-mentioned testimonies of Chry- 
sostom, but from the Author under the name of Dionysius!2, 
who, in describing their funeral-service, speaks of the evi) ¢- 
Xaptoripws, the eucharistical prayer, whereby they gave God 
thanks not only for martyrs, but for all Christians that died in 
the true faith and fear of God. 

A third reason of praying for them was, because they justly 
conceived all men to die with some remainders of frailty and 
corruption, and therefore desired that God would deal with 
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similar examples. 
1! (One of the formularies in 
the MS. Sacramentary at the 


9 Confess. 1.9. c. 12. (t. 1. p. 168 f.) 
Nam neque in eis precibus, quas 
tibi fudimus, cum offerretur pro ea 


[ Monicha] sacrificium pretii nostri, 
jam juxta sepulcrum posito cada- 
vere, priusquam deponeretur, sicut 
illic fieri solet, nec in eis precibus 
ego flevi, &c.— Ibid. c. 13. (p.170 a.) 
Scio misericorditer operatam, et ex 
corde dimisisse debita debitonbus 
suis: dimitte illi et tu debita sua, 
81 qua etiam contraxit per tot annos 
post aquam salutis. Dimitte, Do- 
mine, dimitte, obsecro, ne intres 
cum ea in judicium. 

10 sige vise (t. 1. p.176 b.).... 
Noy pev déxoro Kaordpioy anapyhy 
Tis Lye Abs aroénpias. See als 
afterwards, b. 23. ch. 3. 8. 13. for 


Ro Lib at Stockholm, re- 
ferred to ‘before in this Book 
(ch. 1. 8. I. p. 213. n. 6.), is 
entitled Memoria Defunctorum, and 
is in these words: Suscipe Sancta 
Trinitas hanc oblationem, quam tibi 
offero pro animabus famulorum fa- 
mularum que tuarum illorum, ut 
requiem seternam dones eis inter 
tuos sanctos electos, ut in illorum 
a vita perfruamur eterna. 

D. 
IZ Eecles. Hierarch. c. 7. part. 2. 
p. 408. (t. 1. p. 265 b.) Eira redei 
riv mpds Gedy evyaptotnptoy edxny 6 
iepapxns. 
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them according to his mercy, and not in strict justice according 
to their merits. For no one then was thought to have any real 
merit or title to eternal happiness, but only upon God’s pro- 
mises and mercy. St. Austin }2 discourses excellently upon this 
point in the case of his mother Monicha, after this manner : 
‘I now pour out unto thee, my God, another sort of tears for 
thy handmaid, flowing from a trembling spirit, in consideration 
of the danger that every soul is in that dies in Adam. For 
although she was made alive in Christ, and lived so in the days 
of her flesh as to bring glory to thy name by her faith and 
practice; yet I dare not say that from the time she was rege- 
nerated by baptism no word came out of her mouth against 
thy command. And thou hast told us by him who is truth it- 
self, that whosoever shall say to his brother, Thou fool, shall be 
in danger of hell-fire. And woe to the most laudable life of 
man, if thou shouldest sift and examine it without mercy. But 
because thou art not extreme to mark what is done amiss, we 
have hope and confidence to find some place and room for in- 
dulgence with thee. But whoever reckons up his true merits 


XY. iu. 








12 Confess. |. 9. c. 13. (t. I. p. 
169 d.) Ego autem jam sanato corde 
ab illo vulnere, in quo poterat re- 
dargui carnalis affectus, fundo tibi, 
Deus noster, pro illa famula tua 
longe aliud lacrymarum genus, quod 
manat de concusso spiritu conside- 
ratione periculorum omnis anime, 
sha in Adam moritur. Quanquam 
ila in Christo vivificata, etiam non- 
dum a carne resoluta sic vixerit, ut 
laudetur nomen tuum in fide mori- 
busque ejus, non tamen audeo di- 
cere, ex quo eam per baptismum 
regenerasti, nullum verbum exisse 
ab ore ejus contra a aa go tuum. 
Et dictum est a Veritate, Filio tuo, 
Si quis dixerit fratri suo, Fatue, reus 
ertt gehenne ignis. Et ve etiam 
laudabili vite hominum, si remota 
misericordia discutias eam. Quia 
vero non exquiris delicta vehemen- 
ter, fiducialiter speramus aliquem 
apud te locum invenire indulgentie. 

uisquis autem tibi enumerat vera 
merita sua, quid tibi enumerat nisi 
munera tua? O si cognoscant se 
homines homines; et qui gloriatur, 
in Domino glorietur! Ego itaque, 


laus mea et vita mea, Deus cordis 
mei, sepositis paulisper bonis ejus 
actibus, pro quibus tibi gaudens 
gratias ago, nunc pro peccatis ma- 
tris mese deprecor te, exaudi me per 
medicinam vulnerum nostrorum, 
quee pependit in ligno; et sedens 
ad dexteram tuam, te interpellat pro 
nobis..... Non se interponat nec vi 
nec insidiis Leo et Draco; neque 
enim respondebit illa nihil se de- 
bere, ne convincatur et obtineatur 
ab accusatore callido: sed respon- 
debit dimissa debita sua ab eo, cui 
nemo reddet quod pro nobis non 
debens reddidit. Sit ergo in pace 
cum viro, ante quem nulli et post 
uem nulli nupta est, cui servivit 
ructum tibi afferens cum tolerantia, 
ut eum quoque lucraretur tibi. Et 
inspira, Domine meus, Deus meus, 
inspira servis tuis fratribus meis, 
filiis tuis, dominis meis; quibus et 
voce, et corde, et literis servio, ut 
quotquot hsec legerint, meminerint 
ad altare tuum Moniche [al. Mon- 
nice} famulze tus, cum Patricio 
quondam ejus conjuge. 
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before thee, what does he more than recount thy own gifts? O 
that all men would know themselves, and they that glory would 
glory in the Lord: I therefore, O my praise and my life, the 
God of my heart, setting aside a little her good actions, for 
which I joyfully give thee thanks, now make intercession for 
the sins of my mother. Hear me through the medicine of his 
wounds, who hanged upon the tree, and now sitteth at thy 
right hand to make intercession for us.’ He adds a little after, 
‘that he believed God had granted what he asked:’ yet he 
prays, ‘ that the lion and the dragon might not interpose him- 
self, cither by his open violence or subtlety. For she would 
not answer that she was no debtor, lest the crafty adversary 
should convict her and lay hold of her; but she would answer, 
that her sins were forgiven her by him, to whom no man can 
return what he gave to us without any obligation. Let her 
therefore rest in peace with her husband; and do thou, my 
Lord God, inspire all those thy servants that read this to re- 
member thy handmaid Monicha at thy altar, with Patricius 
her consort.’ This was not a prayer for persons in the pains 
of purgatory; but for such as rested in peace, only without 
dependence upon their own merits, and with an humble reli- 
ance upon God’s mercy, that he would not suffer them to be 
devoured by the roaring lion, nor deal extremely with them 
for the sins of human frailty. 

A fourth reason for these prayers is that which we have 
heard before out of Epiphanius ", that it was to put a distinc- 
tion between the perfection of Christ, and the imperfection of 
all other men, saints, martyrs, apostles, prophets, confessors, &c. 
He being the only person for whom prayer was not then made 
in the Church. 

Fifthly, they prayed for all Christians, as a testimony both 
of their respect and love to the dead, and of their own belief 
of the soul’s immortality ; to show, as Epiphanius words it in 
the same place, that they believed that they who were deceased 
were yet alive, and not extinguished, but still in being and 
hiving with the Lord. 

Sixthly, whereas the soul is but in an imperfect state of 
happiness till the resurrection, when the whole man shall ob- 
tain a complete victory over death, and by the last judgment 

13 Her. 75. Aerian.n.7. See 8.16. p. 311. on. 80, 81. 
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be established in an endless state of consummate happiness and 
glory; the Church had a particular respect to this in her 
prayers for the righteous, that both the living and the dead 
might finally attain this blessed estate of a glorious resurrec- 
tion. It is observed by some ‘4, that there are some prayers 
yet exstant in the Roman Mass which are conformable to this 
opinion, as that which prays ‘that God would absolve the souls 
of his servants from every bond of sin, and bring them to the 
glory of the resurrection, &c.’ 

All these were general reasons of praying for the dead, 
without the least intimation of their being tormented in the 
temporary pains of a purgatory-fire. Besides which, they 
had some particular opinions, which tended to promote this 
practice. | 

For, first, a great many of the Ancients believed that the 
souls of all the righteous, except martyrs, were sequestered 
out of heaven, in some place invisible to mortal eye, which 
they called Hades, or Paradise, or Abraham’s Bosom, a place 


14 Du Moulin, Novelty of Popery. 
ae aired of Book 7. ch. 1. 
p. 459.) To that prayer many pra 
are pe each which sas Paid in 
the Mass for the dead, &c. [See 
the Absolutiones post Missam at the 
end of the Second Book of the Sa- 
cre Ceremonia, &c. S. Romane Ec- 
cleste. Colon. Agripp. 1574. (fol. 
282 vers. et seqq.), of which the 
following is an example: Absolve 
quzesumus, Domine, animabus fa- 
mulorum tuorum ab omni viaculo 
delictorum, ut, in resurrectionis glo- 
ria, inter sanctos et electos tuos re- 
suscitati, respirent per Dominum 
nostrum.—See other numerous ex- 
amples in the Misse pro 18, 
as well as among the Orationes Di- 
verse pro Defunctis, near the end 
of the Missale Romanorum ex De- 
creto Sancto Sancti Concslii Triden- 
tint restitutum, S. Pit Quints jussu 
editum, Clementis VIII. et Urbans 
VIL. Pape auctoritate recognitum, 
et Novis Missis ex Indulto Apost. 
hucusque concessis auctum. Mec- 
Linia, 1850. 800. In most of those 
Sormule there is no express recog- 
nition of purgatory or temporary 
torment: but they ask for remisss- 


onem peccatorum, and ut mereantur 
evadere judicium ultionis, et lucis 
eterne beatitudine perfrui. The 
say Requiem eternam dona ets, an 
Ut per hec pie placationis opens 
pervenire mereatur Noe re- 
sage semptternam, Sc. ey ask 
or refrigerit sedem, quietés beatttu- 
dinem, et luminss claritatem, &c., 
after the manner of the more an- 
cient formule in the Ordo Roma- 
nus and Gothic Missal, as mentioned 
by Mabillon. But among the Missa 
tidiane Defunctorum there is the 
following prayer, which is not found 
amo: aks more ancient formule : 
(p. 116.) Domine Jesu Christe, Rex 
loriz, libera animas omnium fide- 
Rom defunctorum de penis Inferni 
et de profundo lacu: libera eas de 
ore Leonis, ne absorbeat eas Tarta- 
rus, ne cadant in obscurum: sed 
signifer Sanctus Michaél repreesentet 
eas in lucem sanctam, quam olim 
Abrahz promisisti et semini ejus. 
Hostias et preces tibi, Domine, lau- 
dis offerimus. ‘Tu suscipe pro ani- 
mabus illis, quarum hodie memo- 


_riam facimus. Fac eas, Domine, de 


morte transire ad vitam. These ci- 
tations justify every statement. Ep. | 
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of refreshment and joy, where they expected a completer 
happiness at the end of all things. This is the known opinion 
of Hermes Pastor, Justin Martyr, Pope Pius, Irensus, Tertul- 
han, Origen, Caius Romanus, Victorinus Martyr, Novatian, 
Lactantius, Hilary, Ambrose, Gregory Nyssen, Prudentius, 
Austin, and Chrysostom. Therefore in praying for the dead 
they may be supposed to havé some reference to this, and to 
desire that the souls of the righteous thus sequestered for a 
time might at last be brought to the perfect fruition of happi- 
ness in heaven. 

Secondly. Many of the Ancients held the opinion of the 
Millenium,"or the reign of Christ a thousand years upon earth, 
before the final day of judgment: and they supposed likewise 
that men should rise, some sooner, some later, to this happy 
state, according to their merits and preparations for it. And 
therefore some of them prayed for the deceased on this suppo- 
sition, that they might obtain a part in this resurrection, and a 
speedier admission into this kingdom: it being reckoned a sort 
of punishment not to be admitted with the first that should rise 
to this state of glory. Tertullian plainly refers to this '> when 
he says, ‘ Every little offence is to be punished by delaying 
men’s resurrection.’ And therefore he says © they were wont 
to pray for the souls of the deceased, ‘that they might not 
only rest in peace for the present, but also obtain part in the 
first resurrection.’ And for this reason St. Ambrose)” prayed 
for Gratian and Valentinian, ‘ that God would raise them with 
the first, and recompense their untimely death with a timely 
resurrection.’ And he says elsewhere’, ‘ that they who come 


15 De Anim. c. 58. (p. 307 b.)... 
Modicum quodque detictan mora 
resurrectionis illic luendum, &c. 

16 De Monogam. c. 10. See be- 
fore, 8. 16. p. 310. n. 72. (Conf. 1. 3. 
cont. Marcion. c. 24.(p. 412.4.) Heee 
ratio regni terreni [al. ccelestis *] ; 
post cujus mille annos, intra quam 
getatem concluditur sanctorum re- 
surrectio, pro meritis maturius vel 
tardius resurgentium, &c. 

17 De Obit. Valentin. ad fin. (t. 2. 


« [Regni celestis is the reading of the older editions. 


P 1196 b. n. 80.) Te queso, summe 
eus, ut carissimos juvenes matura 


* resurrectione suscites et resuscites ; 


ut immaturum hunc vite istius cur- 
sum matura [al. maturiore] resur- 
rectione compenees. 

18 In Ps. 1. (t. 1. p. 763 d. n. 54.) 
. +. Qui autem non veniunt ad pri- 
mam resurrectionem, sed ad secun- 
dam reservantur, isti urentur donec 
impleant tempora inter primam et 
secundam resurrectionem: aut si 


See, for example, the 


edition per Beatum Rhenanum, Basil. 1528. p. 228. Ep.]} 


Y2 
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not to the first resurrection, but are reserved unto the second, 
shall be burned until they fulfil the time between the first and 
second resurrection; or if they have not fulfilled that, they 
shall remain longer in punishment. Therefore let us pray that 
we may obtain a part in the first resurrection.’ Bishop Usher's 
also shows out of some Gothic Missals that the Church had 
anciently several prayers directed to this very purpose. 
Thirdly. Many of the Ancients believed that there would be 
a fire of probation, through which all must pass at the last 
day, even the Prophets and Apostles, and even the Virgin 
Mary herself not excepted. Which is asserted not only by 
Origen 2°, Irenzeus?!, and Lactantius™, but also by St. Am- 
brose 28, who says, after Origen, ‘that all must pass through 
the flames, though it be John the Evangelist, though it be 








Peter. 


non impleverint, diutius in supplicio 
permanebunt. Ideo ergo rogemus, 
ut in prima resurrectione partem 
habere mereamur. 

19 Answer to the Challenge, p. 
151. (Works, v. 3. p. 223.).... cin 
a certain Gothic Missal I meet with 
be woking pease mae unto 
the people to r this form: 
the one, that God would ‘ vouchsafe 
to place in the bosom of Abraham 
the souls of those that be at rest, 
and admit them unto the part of 
the first resurrection :’ the other, 
which I find elsewhere also repeated 
in particular, that he would ‘ place 
in rest the spirits of their friends, 
which were gone before them in the 
Lord’s peace, and raise them up in 
the part of the first resurrection.’— 
Vid. ap. Bibl. Patr. Latin. (De la 
Bigne, Paris. 1589. t.6. col. 251 c.) 
.... Ut quiescentium animas in sinu 
Abrahe collocare dignetur, et in 
partem primee resurrectionis admit- 
tat.—Ibid. infr. (col. 257 e.).... Ut 
eos Dominus in requie collocare 
dignetur, et in parte prime resur- 
rectionis resuscitet. Ep. ] 

2 Hom. °F in Ps. 36. p. 446. (t. 2. 
p. 664 a.) Ut ego arbitror, omnes 
nos venire necesse est ad illum ig- 
nem. Etiam si Paulus sit aliquis 
vel Petrus, venit tamen ad illum 
ignem. 


The sons of Levi shall be purged by fire 2+, Ezekiel, 


21 L. 4. c.g. [The title of the 
chapter cited (p. 281. 10.) is, Osten- 
sio quoniam Chrtstus est, qui super- 
inducst diem velut chbanum ardentem, 
with reference to Matth. 3, 11 and 12, 
or Luke 3, 16 and 17. ‘The force of 
the citation seems to lie in the words 
of the Baptist, Ipse vos baptizabit tn 
Spiritu Sancto et igni, pa habens 
in manu ejus ad em ndam aream 
suam, et fructum congregabit in hor- 
reum, paleas autem comburel igni in- 
extinguibtls. The chapter itself con- 
tains nothing expressly about a final 
fire of probation. Ep. 

22 Inatit. 1.7. c. 21. (t. 1. p. $74.) 
Sed et justos cum judicaverit, etiam 
igni eos examinabit. 

23 In Ps. 118. Serm. 20. (t. 1. p. 
1225 c. n. 12.) Omnes oportet trans- 
ire per flammas, sive ule Ioannes 
Evangelista sit, quem ita dilexit Do- 
minus, ut de eo diceret ad Petrum ; 
Si eum volo manere, quid ad te? tu 
me sequere. De morte ejus aliqui 
dubitaverunt, de transitu per ignem 
dubitare non possumus, quia in Pa- 
radiso est, nec separatur a Christo. 
Sive ille sit Petrus, qui claves acce- 
pit regni celorum, qui supra mare 
ambulavit, oportet dicat, Transivs- 
mus per ignem et aquam, et induxists 
nos in refrigerium. 

24 In Ps. 36. Hom. 3. (ibid. p. 
789 e. n. 26.) Igne ergo purgabun- 
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Daniel, &c. But these having been tried by fire, shall say, 
We have passed through fire and water.’ And St. Hilary 25 
much after the same manner : ‘ They that are baptized with the 
Holy Ghost are yet to be perfected by the fire of judgment.’ 
For so he interprets those words of the Evangelist, [Matth. 3, 
11. Luke 3, 16.] ‘“‘ He shall baptize you with the Holy Ghost 
and with fire.” And again, ‘ Do we desire the day of judg- 
ment, in which we must undergo the exact scrutiny of fire: in 
which we must give an account of every idle word: in which 
those grievous punishments for expiating souls from sin must 
be endured? Ifthe Virgin herself, who conceived God in her 
womb, must undergo the severity of judgment, who is so bold 
as to desire to be judged by God?’ There are many like 
passages in Gregory Nazianzen 2’, and Nyssen 2°, and St. Je- 
rom 29, and St. Austin %°, which the Romish writers commonly 
produce for the fire of purgatory, whereas they plainly relate 
to this ‘purging sacrament,’ as Origen >! calls it, or in St. 
Austin’s language, ‘the purging pains of the fire of judgment 
at the last day.’ And the fear of this was another reason of 
their praying for the dead. 


tur filii Levi, igne Ezechiel, igne 
Daniel. Sed hi, etsi per ignem ex- 
aminabuntur, dicent tamen, Transs- 
vimus per tgnem et aquam. 

25 In Matth. c. 2. p. 148. (t. 1. 
p- 675 c. n. 4.)....Quia baptizatis 
in Spiritu Sancto reliquum sit con- 
summari igne judicii. 

26 In Ps. 118. (al. r19.] voce Gi- 
mel. p. 254. (ibid. p. 294 b. n. 12.) 
An cum ex omni otioso verbo ratio- 
nem simus preestituri, diem judicii 
concupiscemus, in quo nobis est in- 
defessus ignis obeundus; in quo 
subeunda sunt gravia illa expiandz 
Flea anime supplicia? Beatee 

arise animam gladius pertransibit, 
ut revelentur multorum cordium co- 
gitationes. Si in judicii severitatem 
capax illa Dei vi ventura est, 
desiderare quis audebit a Deo ju- 
dicari ? 

7 Orat. 42. (t. I. p. 697 a.) Brn- 
cas TS copart Tv Kal’ nua rupay- 
vida. “Opas donv, Kupte, xal as xap- 
SS shy anv Wioy, ef mapa 
cov xabatpoipeOa. 

28 Orat. de Mort. (t. 3. p. 634 d.) 


.... Hroe xara Thy mapovcay (ony, 
d:a wpocevyns re xal Girocodias éx- 
xabapOeis, ) pera thy évOewde peta- 


vdoracw, dia THs ToU xaBapciou mu- 


pee Xereias: 

In Esai. 66. sub fin. (t. 4. p. 
832 a.) Sicut Diaboli et omnium ne- 
gatorum atque impiorum, qui dixe- 
runt in corde suo, Non est Deus, 
credimus eterna tormenta; sic pec- 
catorum atque impiorum et tamen 
Christianorum, quorum opera in ig- 
ne proteus sunt atque purganda, 
moderatam arbitramur et mixtam 
clementiz sententiam judicis. 

3 De Civitat. Dei, { : 
Mal. 3, 1 et seqq. (t. 7. B. 609 d.) 
his, que dicta sunt, videtur eviden- 
tius apparere, in illo judicio quas- 
dam quorundam purgatorias poenas 
futuras. 

31 Hom. 14. in Luc. p. 223. (t. 3. 
p: 948 a.) Ego puto, quod et post 
resurrectionem ex mortuis indigea- 
mus sacramento eluente nos atque 


purgante. 
ats See n. 30, preceding. 
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Fourthly. Some of the Ancients thought likewise that the 
prayers of the Church were of some use to mitigate the pains 
of the damned souls, though not effectual for their total de- 
liverance. And lastly, that they served to augment the glory 
of the saints in happiness. St. Austin®? says, they were of 
use to render the damnation of the wicked more tolerable. 
And this was the opinion of Prudentius®‘, and of Chrysostom ®>, 
who advises men to pray for the dead upon this account, ‘ that 
it would bring some consolation to them, though but a little ; 
or if none at all to them, yet it would be accepted of God 
as a pleasing sacrifice from those that offered it.’ And the 
like may be read in Paulinus® and in the author of the Ques- 
tions to Antiochus®’ under the name of Athanasius. St. Chry- 
sostom3® says further, ‘that their prayers and alms were of 
use to procure an addition to the rewards and retributions of 
the righteous.’ 

These are all the reasons we meet with in the Ancients for 
praying for souls departed ; none of which have any relation 
to their being tormented in the fire of purgatory, but most of 
them tend directly to overthrow it. Whence we may safely 
conclude, that though the Ancients generally prayed for the 
dead, at least from the time of Tertullian29, who first speaks of 


33 Enchirid. c. 110. (t.6. p.238 d.) 
... Aut certe ut tolerabilior fiat ipsa 
damnatio. 

84 Cathemer. Carm. 5. de Cereo 
Paschali. vv. 125—128. (v.1. p. 94.) 
Sunt et spiritibus seape nocentibus 
Ponarum celebres sub ptyge ferize, 
Illa nocte, sacer qua rediit Deus 
Stagnis ad superos ex Acheronticis. 

Hom. 3. in Phil. p. 1225. (t. 
II. p.217 d.) KAateper ody rovrous, 
Bondaaues avrois xara Suvapuy, émivon- 
cooper avrois riva Boneay, puxpar 
pév, Bonbety 8€ Spas Suvauerny. as 
kal rive rpdmp; avroi re edvydpevot, 
cat érépous mapaxadovrres pre trep 
avray roeicba, révnow tnép avroy 
dddvres ouvexas’ Zyet revd 7d Wpaypa 
mapabupiay’ x.r..—Conf. Hom. 21. 
in a cine Hom. 32. in Matth. See 
n. 38, following. 

& Ep. 19. ad Delphin. (p. 189.) 
Petimus ...ut orationibus tuis con- 
donetur tibi, ut et illius animam, vel 


de minimo sanctitatis tuse digito dis- 
tillans, refrigerii gutta respergat. 

87 Quest. ad Antioch. 34. (t. 2. 
p. 224 b.) Ti atv; Ovx aic@dvorrai 
twos evepyecias Kai ai ray ayapte- 
Adv Yuya, ywouevay inép a’ray 

ifewy, Kat evroi@y, Kai mpooo- 
pov; El pn rivos evepyecias pereiyor 
éx Tovrou, ovx dy év rq mpooxoud; 
épynpovevovro, K. T,X. 

88 Hom. 32. [Bened. 31. al. 32.] 
in Matth. p. 307. (t. 7. p. 362 ¢.)... 
El d€ Sixaos, iva mpocOnkn yévntrat 

Oot xat avyridécews.—Conf. Hom. 
21.in Act. (t.9. p.175 b.)... Else 
rotyoua’ mdoas xéAevcoy vrép avrov 
mosetoGa rds Senaes xai ras ixern- 
pias’ Svcennoe rovro roy Gedy, ef 
be py in’ avrov, ors 80° abrév érepos 
airws yivera ris € cuvns. 

39 De Cor. Mil. ¢. 3, De Mono- 
gam.c.10. Exhort. ad Castitat. c. 
11. See before, s. 16. p. 310. nn. 71, 


72, 73. Ep.} 


§ 17, 18. 327 


it; yet they did it not upon those principles, which are now so 
stiffly contended for in the Romish Church. Which is also evi- 
dent from many ancient forms still remaining in the Mass- 
book, and the Liturgies of the modern Greeks, who continue 
to pray for the dead without any belief of purgatory ; as it 
were easy to demonstrate out of their Rituals, but that it is 
wholly foreign to the design of the present discourse. 

18. There is one thing more to be noted upon this matter, A short 
that sometime before they made oblation for the dead, it was the dip- " 
usual in some ages to recite the names of such eminent bishops, tychs, and 
or saints, or martyrs, as were particularly to be mentioned in pea ace 
this part of the service. To this purpose they had certain Charch. 
books, which they called their holy books, and commonly their 
diptychs, from their being folded together ; wherein the names 
of such persons were written, that the deacon might rehearse 
them, as occasion required, in the time of divine service. 

Cardinal Bona*9 and Schelstrate *° make three sorts of these 
diptychs: one, wherein the names of bishops only were written, 
and more particularly such bishops as had been governors of 
that particular Church: a second, wherein the names of the 
living were written, who were eminent and conspicuous, either 
for any office and dignity, or some benefaction and good work, 
whereby they had deserved well of the Church; in this rank 
were the patriarchs and bishops of great sees, and the bishop 
and clergy of that particular Church, together with the empe- 
rors and magistrates, and others most conspicuous among the 
people: the third was the book containing the names of such 
as were deceased in Catholic communion. The first and the 
last of these seem to be much the samc, and the consideration 
of them is only proper to this place. For the recital of the 
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39 Rer. Liturg. 1.2. c.12. n.1. 
(p. 306.) Invenio autem tria fuisse 
genera diptychorum sive tabularum, 
quibus nomina in singulis ecclesiis 
inecribebantur. Primum erat pecu- 
lare episcoporum, eorum preesertim, 
qui i ecclesiam rexerunt, dum- 
modo probitate ac sanctis moribus 
claruissent. Secundum vivorun, in 
quibus eorum nomina descripta 
erant, qui adhuc viventes, dignitate 
aliqua vel beneficiis illi ecclesiz col- 


latis conspicui, vel alio titulo bene 
meriti erant. In his primo loco 
Romanus pontifex, tum alii patriar- 
chee et proprius antistes, ac reliqui 
clero ascripti resensebantur : postea 
imperator, principes, magistratus, et 
populus fidelis. Tertium erat mor- 
tuorum, qui in Catholica commu- 
nione decesserant. 

40 C. Antioch. Restitut. dissert. 
4. c. 6. p. 13. De Canone. (p. 216.) 
Tria autem genera, &c. 
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names of the living, as benefactors by their oblations, has been 
spoken of already ‘!; and here we are only concerned with 
the dead. Of this there is no mention made in the Constitu- 
tions, which seems to argue that the custom of rehearsing the 
diptychs was not brought into the rituals of that Church, 
whence the compiler of that book made his collections. But 
Cyprian *? and Tertullian 4? speak of them under another name; 
and Theodoret‘*4 mentions them in the case of St. Chrysostom, 
whose name for some time was left out of the diptychs, because 
he died excommunicate, though unjustly, by Theophilus, bishop 
of Alexandria, and other Eastern bishops, with whom the 
Western Church would not communicate till they had restored 
his name to the diptychs again. 

The author under the name of Dionysius‘* gives this ac- 
count of them: ‘that after the salutation of the kiss of peace, 
the diptychs were read, which set forth the names of those 
who had lived righteously, and had attained to the perfections 
of a virtuous life; which was done, partly to excite and con- 
duct the living to the same happy state by following their good 
example ; and partly to celebrate the memory of them as still 
living, according to the principles of religion, and not properly 
dead, but only translated by death to a more divine hfe.’ It 
appears from this author that these diptychs were then read 
before the consecration, immediately after the kiss of peace. 
And so it is in the Acts of the Council of Constantinople under 


41 B.15. ch.2. 8.4. V.5. p. 245. 
and b. 2. ch. 20. 8.8. v. 1. p. 261. 

42 Ep. 66. [al. 7 ad Pleb. Fur- 
nitan. (p.170.) Quod episcopi, an- 
tecessores nostri, religiose conside- 
rantes et salubriter providentes, cen- 
suerunt, ne quis frater excedens ad 
tutelam vel curam clericum nomina- 
ret: ac si quis hoc fecisset, non of- 
ferretur pro eo, nec sacrificium pro 
dormitione ejus celebraretur. Ne- 
que enim apud altare Dei meretur 
nomipari in sacerdotum prece, qui 
ab altari sacerdotes et ministros vo- 
luit avocare. 

# De Cor. Mil. c.3. See before, 
8.16. p. 310. n. 71. 

44 L.5. c. 34. (V.3. p. 234. 40.) 
TeAeurnoavtos rou peyaAov bi8acnd- 
Aov ris olxoupévns, ob mpdrepoy ol 


rns €omépas exioxomas tay évy Alyvr- 
rp cal r7 ‘Eng, xai ray ev Te Boondpyp 
nai Th Opdxn, Thy Kowoviay nowdcay- 
To, €ws exeivou TOU Oeorreciou dvdpds 
rotvopa ois rebvedow éemoxdros 
ovvéragtay. 

4 Eccles. oe c. 3. part. 3: 
N.Q. pp. 253, 254. (t.I. p. 194 a. 
Tae as ets NVXGY H pera THy elpy- 
ynv avdppnots avaxnputres rous dotws 
BeBuoxdras, cat mpos evaperou (ons 
reXciwow apueracraras dpixopeévous” 
npas pev, eri tiv 8¢ dpowdrnros av- 
ray paxapiorny efty rat Oeoedy AnEw 
mpotperroved, kai xeipaywyovoa, rovs 
8¢ ds favras avaxnpurrovoa, kal, os 
9 Oeoroyia dyciv, ov vexpabevras, 
dN’ els Oecorarny (wy éx Oavdrov 
perahotrnoarras. 
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Mennas, [anno 536,} which makes frequent mention of them, 
and particularly in one place‘® notes the time of reading them, 
namely, ‘ after the reading of the Gospel and the Creed:’ for by 
this time the Creed was also become a part of the communion- 
service in the Eastern Church: therefore it is said, after the 
reading of the Gospel, when the commnnion-service was begun, 
not ended, as the Latin translation falsely renders it, the Creed 
was read according to custom,—roi dyiov padjparos xara 1d 
ouvnbes A€xOévros,—not the prayers and prefaces going before 
the oblation, as some learned men‘*’, not understanding the 
true meaning of the word pd@nua, render it lectio, and interpret 
it prayers and prefaces, which most certainly signifies the 
Creed *® in this place; then, after the reading of the Creed, in 
the time of the diptychs, ‘ all the people ran and stood about the 
altar with great silence, to give attention; and when the dea- 
con had named the four holy synods, and the archbishops of 
blessed memory, Euphemius, Macedonius, and Leo, they all 
with a loud voice cried out, Glory be to thee, O Lord! and 
after that with great tranquillity the divine service was piously 
performed.’ It is here observable, that the recital of the dip- 
tychs was before the consecration-prayer, as it is represented 
in the Hierarchy of Dionysius, though in the Latin Church it 
seems to have been otherwise, and that now it was usual to 
mention the four first general Councils, to shew their approba- 
tion of them. Which may be also evidenced from one of 
Justinian’s Letters to Epiphanius, bishop of Constantinople, 
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4% An. 536. Act. 5. (t. 5: p- 185 ¢.) 


Labbe, as cited in the verification 
Mera ry dvtyvacw rov ayiov Kvay- 


above, has it, Sancta lectione juxta 


€riov, €£ Oous ris Oelas Necroupyias 
émtreXouzerns, xal rav Ovpay KréLo- 
Oeoav, xal rov ayiov Ma@npares 
nara Td ovrnbes AexOEvros, TH Kapp 
ray Surriyov, pera modAns novxias 
ovveSpapoy Errav rd Anos KiKA@ Tod 
@vovacrnpiov, cal nxpodvro* xat as 
pdvoy €d€xOnouv al mpoonyopiat Trav 
elpnpévav ayiov recodpewv cvvddov 
mapa Tov dtaxdvov, cai ray éy doig 
Th pynun apxeemoxérer, Evpnplov, 
kat Maxedoviov, cal A€ovros, peydAy 
dovy expatay dravres, Adga cat, 
Kupce’ xat pera rovro pera maons 
eirafias érAnpobn oly Ce@ 7 Oeia 
Aetroupyia. Prhe Latin version in 


inem lecta. Ep.]} 

47 Ibid. ut supr. n. 40. (p. 317.) 
... Ex hoc loco [Concilii Constanti- 
nopolitani] insigne habemus testi- 
monium ... post Evangelium finitam 
fuisse missam catechumenorum ; tum 
clausis januis sanctam lectionem per- 
actam, orationes utique cum preefa- 
tione et parte canonis, tumque a 
diacono in altari lecta esse diptycha, 
in quibus memoria erat episcoporum 
pie defunctorum; nec sola, etiam 
vivorum, qui dignitate aliqua excel- 
lebant, &c. 

48 See this proved before, b. 10. 


ch. 3. 8. 3. Vv. 4. p. 498. 
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now exstant in the Code49, wherein he assures him, ‘that it 
was In vain for any one to trouble him upon any false hopes, 
as if he had done, or ever would do, or suffer any other to do 
any thing contrary to the four Councils, or allow the pious 
memory of them to be erased out of the diptychs of the 
Church.’ These therefore were of use, partly to preserve the 
memory of such eminent men as were dead in the communion 
of the Church, and partly to make honourable mention of such 
general Councils as had established the chief articles of the 
faith : and to erase the names either of men or of Councils out 
of these diptychs, was the same thing as to declare that they 
were heterodox, and such as they thought unworthy to hold 
communion with, as criminals, or some ways deviating from the 
faith. Upon this account St. Cyprian*° ordered the name of 
Geminius Victor to be left out among those that were comme- 
morated at the holy table, because he had broken the rules of 
- the Church. And Evagrius>! observes of Theodorus, bishop 
of Mopsuestia, that his name was struck out of the holy books, 
that is, the diptychs, upon the account of his heretical opinions, 
after death. And St. Austin>?, speaking of Ceecilian, bishop of 
Carthage, whom the Donatists falsely accused of being ordained 
by traditores, or men who had delivered up the Bible to be 
burned in time of persecution, tells them, that if they could 
make good any real charge against him, they would no longer 
name him among the rest of the bishops, whom they believed 
to be faithful and innocent, at the altar. 
19. Having made this short digression concerning the dip- 
pair ly tychs of the Church, I now return to the order of the service 
the living laid down in the Constitutions. Where, next after prayer for 


roid of the dead, supplication is made for the living members >! of that 


Next to the 


49 Cod. Justin. }. 1. tit. 1. de 
Summa Trinitate. 1.7. (t.4. p.25. 
ad calc.) Mndeis Toivup parny meas 
Tapagdres érrridt paraig kparoupevos, 
Gre gh ie evavriov Trav eipnucvey 


ouvvddoy érpdfapey, F mpagouer, 4 


lepéiw annreipe: 8eXrov, K.T. Xr. 

50 Ep. 66. [al.1.]ad Pleb. Furni- 
tan. See the last part of n. 42, 
preceding. 


51 L. 4. ¢.38. See the second part 
of n. 49, precedin 


mpaxOnvas mapa rit ovyxwphooper, 
i] mepraipeOrvat Thy TéY avray 
curdiwy iay ponpny éx er 
péveoy ris éxxrynoias durrvywy ave- 
£6ue6a.—Conf. Evagr. 1. 4. c. 38. 
(t. 3. p. 418. 18.).. . Os wat ganas 
Ocd8wpos Karexéxptro, kal €x Tay 


52 Serm. 37. € ex Kditis a Sirmondo. 
t. 10. p. 840. fal. Serm. g.] (t.5. 
p. 1403 b.) Inventus sit ? prorets 
reus . nceps cum ad altare inter 
epiecopos, quos fideles et innocentes 
credimus, non recitabimus. 

53 L. 8.c. 12. (Cotel. v.1. p. 403.) 
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particular Church then assembled, and every distinct order of ticular ceca 
persons in it. ‘ We offer unto thee for this people, that thou every order 
wouldest make them, to the glory of thy Christ, a royal priest- ™ it. 
hood and an holy nation; for all that live in virginity and 
chastity ; for the widows of the Church; for all that live in 
honest marriage; for the infants of thy people; that none of 

us may be a cast-away. We pray thee for this city, and all that 
dwell therein.’ St. Austin®+ likewise speaks of these prayers 

at the altar for the faithful, that they by the gift of God may 
persevere in that wherein they have begun. Again>*, ‘ Who 
ever heard the priest praying over the faithful, and saying, 
Grant, O Lord, that they may persevere in thee unto the end ! 

and durst either in word or thought reprehend that prayer, and 

not rather answer, Amen! to such a benediction? Chry- 
sostom*6 in like manner, describing the bishop’s office, says, 

‘ It is his business to pray for a whole city, and not for a whole 

city only, but as an ambassador for the whole world, that God 
would be propitious and merciful both to the sins of the living 

and the dead.’ Which makes it the more probable, that the 
prayers of the like kind that occur in St. Chrysostom’s Li- 
turgy >” are but a copy of such prayers as were then commonly 
used in the ancient Church. 

20. The next petition in the Constitutions °° is ‘ for all that For those 
are in affliction, whether by sickness, or slavery, or banishment, arent a 
or confiscation and proscription : and for all that are exposed anit 
to any perils upon the account of their necessary travels by sea ment, and 
or by land.’ Of these petitions I find no particular mention P peg 
made in other writers, save only in Cyril of Jerusalem>9, who that travel 
says, ‘ that after they had prayed for the common peace of the eg oEPy 
Church, and the tranquillity of the world, for kings, and for 


Er mpoodépopev cor iép rod daov et Savil.] é» 5 wapoixotper, xa) ma- 
rovrov, x.r.A. See 8.1. p. 271, elgg ole kal xépas, xal raw dy 
towards the latter of n. 44. t olxouvrey €y abrais, K.T. 


54 Ep. 107. ad Vital. See before, See again, at p. 271, in the 

ch. I. 8. $ Pp. 225. ND. 20. ater part of n. 44. “Ere afsovpey, 
565 De Dono Perseverantiz, c. 23. 

t. 7. p. 571. peel peretey ets I. 8. * 6 Catech. Ba) eed 5. D. 6. 

4- p. 31. D. 31 te 8.] (Pp. 3 28 a.).... Ynép rap ev 

De Sacerdot. 1. 6. c. - = 93- acGeveias, brip Tip Karam ovoupéveny, 

' See before, 8. 13. p. 306. n kai drafandes imép rdyvrav BonOeias 

57 Liturg. t. 3. p. 616. “ve Ta: saris Sedpue6a [cov] mavres nyeis. 

193 c.) MynoOnri, Kupie, ris roluane Ta pynpovevoper xai réy Wpo- 


piv ravrns, [rys méAeos, Bened xexousncvesy, KT. 2. 
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their armies and allies, they also besought God for all that 
were sick and afflicted, or in any kind of want: and last of 
all they prayed for the dead.’ By which we may judge, that 
though the order of the petitions was a little varied in the 
liturgies of different Churches, yet the substance was the 
same. And there is little question but the sick and distressed 
were remembered in these prayers in all the Churches; since 
in the deacon’s bidding-prayer before the oblation there is 
express direction given to the people to pray for the sick, and 
those that travel by sea or by land, and those that are in the 
mines, in banishment, in prison, in bonds and in slavery, as I 
have showed out of several passages in St. Chrysostom, St. 
Basil, and St. Austin, comparing them with the form of bidding- 
prayer for the whole state of Christ’s Church in the Constitu- 
tions related before in the second and third sections of the 
first chapter of this Book. 


For ene- 21. The next petition in the Constitutions*® is ‘for their ene- 
ae mies and persecutors, for heretics and unbelievers, those that 
ors, heretics are without the pale of the Church, and wandering in error ; 
ae b* that God would convert them to good, and mitigate their fury :’ 


and of this there are frequent examples in the writings of the 
Ancients. For nothing was more strictly observed by them, 
than to pray for their enemies and persecutors, for Jews, infi- 
dels, and heretics: of which Dr. Cave>9 has given several in- 
stances out of Cyprian®, Justin Martyr®, and Ireneus®: but 
because these may seem only to refer to their private prayers, 
I will add a few others, which more expressly relate to their 
public devotions. 


58 See again as before further on ‘Yxép tpaov, nai inép rov Dov 


in n. 44. in p.272. "Ere mapaxadovpev 
owe, x. 7. A. 

69 Primitive Christianity, part 3. 
ch. 2. p. 242. (p. 286.) We Chris- 
tians, says Cyprian, &c. 

60 Vid. Pass. Cypr. (p. 12.) Nullos 
alios Deos novi, nisi unum et verum 
Deum, qui fecit ccelum, et terram, 
et mare, ef quee in eis sunt omnis. 
Huic Deo nos Christiani deservi- 
mus; hune deprecamur, diebus ac 
noctibus, pro nobis, et pro omnibus 
hominibus, et pro incolumitate ip- 
sorum imperatorum. 

61 Dialog. cum Tryph. (p. 254 b.) 


anrdyrov avOporeyv rav €xOpawérrey 
Hiv evydpeGa.—Ibid. (p. 323 e.) Ev- 
xépeba tmep tydy, iva erenOyre ind 
rov Xpiorov.— Ibid. (p. 363 d.)’Adea- 
Aeinrws Karapaode air¢ re éxeivp kal 
rots an’ avrod, mavTar Hudy evyo- 
pévav umrép tyey kal inép wavrop 
anhéas avOparrey, ds td rov Xpicrov 
€b:8dyOnpev. 

62 t. 3. c. 46. (p. 270. 7.) Nos 
autem precamur non perseverare €08 
in fovea, quam ipsi foderunt, sed 
segregari ab hujusmodi matre... et 
legitime eos generari, conversos ad 
ecclesiam Dei, &c. 
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Tertulian®™ tells the Heathen, ‘ they were taught by the 
Scriptures, which they themselves might read, to exhibit a more 
than ordinary kindness toward men, in praying to God for their 
enemies, and wishing all good to their persecutors. For they had 
no greater enemies or persecutors in those days than those very 
emperors for whom they made supplications to God © as oft as 
they met in public, and for their officers, and for the state of the 
world, and for the peace and tranquillity of their affairs, and for 
the duration of their empire.’ Arnobius® says, ‘ their churches 
were oratories, wherein they prayed for peace and pardon, for 
the magistrates and princes, for their armies, for their friends, 
and for their enemies.’ St. Austin © particularly notes, ‘ that the 
priest was wont to exhort the people at the altar to pray for 
unbelievers, that God would convert them to the faith. And 
again 67, ‘ When does not the Church pray for infidels and her 
enemies, that they may believe?’ In like manner Pope Ce- 
lestine®* says, ‘the whole Church prayed with the priest for 
infidels, that faith might be given unto them; for idolaters, 
that they might be delivered from the errors of their impiety ; 
for Jews, that, the veil being taken away from their heart, the 
light of truth might appear unto them; for heretics, that they 
might repent by returning to the Catholic faith; for schismatics, 


consecration prayers. 


ch. 1. 8. 3. p. 225. n.20. Audis 
sacerdotem Dei ad altare exhortan- 
tem populum Dei orare pro incre- 
dulis, ut eos Deus convertat ad fi- 
dem, &c. 

67 De Dono Perseverantiz, c. 23. 
(t. 10. p. 855 f.) Quando enim non 
oratum est in ecclesia pro infide- 
libus atque inimicis cjus ut cre- 
derent? 

63 Ep. 1. ad Episcopos Galli, c. 
11. (ap. Crabb. CC. t. 1. p. 525.). ee 
Postulant et precantur, ut infideli- 
bus donetur Ries, ut idololatree ab 
impietatis sue liberentur errore, ut 


63 Apol. c. 31. (p. 27.¢.) Qui ergo 
putaveris nihil nos de salute Ceesa- 
rum curare, inepice Dei voces, literas 
Dostras :....scitote ex illis preecep* 
tum esse nobis, ad redundantiam 
benignitatis, etiam pro inimicis 
Deum orare, et persecutoribus nos- 
tris bona precan. Qui magis ini- 
mici et persecutores Christianorum, 
quam de quorum majestate conve- 
Dimur in crimen? Sed etiam nomi- 
natim atque manifeste, Orate, in- 
quit, pro regibus, et pro principibus, 
et potestatibus, ut omnia tranquilla 
sint vobis. 


64 Ibid. c. 39. (p. 31 a.) Coimus 
fal. in coetum et congregationem 
ut} ad Deum, quasi manu facta, 
precationibus ambiamus..... Ora- 
mus etiam pro imperatoribus, pro 
ministris eorum ac potestatibus, pro 
statu seeculi, pro rerum quiete, pro 
mora finis. 

6 Cont. Gent. 1. 4. p. 181. 
before, 8. 15. p. 309. n. 69. 

66 Ep. 107. ad Vital. See before, 


See 


Judeis, ablato cordis velamine, lux 
veritatis appareat, ut heeretici Catho- 
licee fidei perceptione resipiscant, ut 
schismatici spiritum redivive chari- 
tatis accipiant, &c. (The passage 
as cited is not found in Labbe, (t. 
2. p.1611.), but is given by Justel- 
lus, Biblioth. Jur. Canon. (t. 1. p. 
218. im.) in the same words.—See 
the latter part of the next note. 
Ep. ] 
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that they might receive the spirit of charity, reviving from the 
dead.’ And the same is repeated by Gennadius, or whoever 
was the author of the book De Ecclesiasticis Dogmatibus™, 
under the name of St. Austin. And in both places it is said 
‘that this practice was derived from the Apostles, and uni- 
formly observed in the whole Catholic Church throughout the 
world.’ Nay, it is evident they prayed for many heretics, 
whom they looked upon as guilty of the sin against the Holy 
Ghost. For they did not esteem that sin absolutely unpardon- 
able, but only punishable in both worlds, on supposition that 
men did not repent of it. Therefore St. Austin’° and others 
say, they prayed that they might repent and be saved; and 
accordingly admitted them to the peace and communion of the 
Church upon their repentance. In a word, as Chrysostom’! 
says, ‘they prayed for the whole world without exception ;’ 
they prayed that all men whatsoever might be converted. 
For theca- 22. Next after heretics and unbelievers, prayer is made in 
jag the Constitutions 72 ‘ for the catechumens of the Church, that God 
rr and would perfect them in the faith; for the energumens, that 
penitents. were vexed with evil spirits, that God would cleanse and 
deliver them from the power and agitation of the wicked 
one; and for the penitents, that God would accept their re- 
pentance, and pardon both them and the whole Church what- 
ever offences they had committed against him.’ Whence we 








o. [Int. Oper. Aujustin. juxt. 
roben. Basil. 1541. (t. 3. p. 
200.), where the chapter is intitled 
Preces Sacerdotum, and reads as 
follows: Obsecrationum quoque sa- 
cerdotalium sacramenta respicimus, 
que ab Apostolis tradita in toto 
mundo atgue in omni Catholica ec- 
clesia uniformiter celebrantur, ut 
legem credendi lex statuat suppli- 
candi. Cum enim sanctorum ple- 
bium preesules mandata sibimet le- 
gatione fungantur .apud Divinam 
clementiam, humani generis agunt 
causam, et, tota sibi ecclesia conge- 
miscente, postulant et precantur, &c. 
—The same will be found in later 
editions of this Father, but is omit- 
ted by the Benedictines in their edi- 
tion of this Tract, (Oper. Augustin. 
t. 8. append. p. 79 a.) who reject 
this chapter and some others as 
contra manuscriptorum fidem inter- 
jecta. See their Admoitio in Libros 


9 C. 
Ed. 


Citatos. They publish it however, 
as part of Pope Celestine’s Epistle 
to the Bishops of Gaul. See c.11. 
entitled Catholice Ecclesiae Oratio- 
nes ad Deum, (t. 10. append. p. 
134 b.) where the same words occur 
as cited in the preceding note. Ep.] 

70 Retractat. 1.1. c.19. (t. 1. p. 
31 a.)....Quoniam de quocunque 
pessimo in hac vita constituto non 
est utique desperandum; nec pro 
illo imprudenter oratur, de quo non 
desperatur. 

71 Hom. 6. in 1 Tim. p. 1550. (t. 
11. p. 579 a.) Kal rovro icacw of 
pvorat, mas xa éxdotny npépay yi- 
verat, xal ¢y domépa, xal ev mpwia’ 
nas Umép wayrds Tov Kéopov, Kat Ba- 
gikéwy, kal mdvrov ray ev vrepoyy 
Svrov, moovpeba tiv Senor. 

72 See still further on in n. 44. p. 
272. Er: mapaxadobpey oe, x.7.X., 10 
the left band column. 
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may observe, that these several orders were three distinct 
times prayed for in divine service; first, in the prayers that 
were said for them in their presence, in the first service, called 
the service of the catechumens; secondly, in the deacon’s bid- 
ding-prayer for the whole state of the Church before the 
oblation; and now again, thirdly, after the oblation, when all 
orders of men were prayed for at the sacrifice of the altar. 
This last is particularly noted by St. Austin 72, who says, ‘ the 
priest at the altar was used to exhort the people to pray for 
the catechumens, that God would inspire them with a desire 
of regeneration.’ And so it is said by Celestine?3, and Gen- 
nadius?‘, in the same words, ‘that they prayed for the lapsers, 
that God would grant them the remedy of repentance; and 
for the catechumens, that God would bring them to the sacra- 
ment of baptism, and open to them the great treasure of his 
heavenly mercy.’ 

23. In the next place they prayed ‘for health and provision ; For health- 
for the temperature of the air, and the increase of the fruits of pape 
the earth,’ as the Constitutions?5 word it, ‘ that they, partici- seasons. 
pating of the good things which God bestows upon men, might 
without ceasing praise him, who giveth food to all flesh.’ St. 
Chrysostom, among other particulars of this prayer, notes the 
same, when ’6 he says, they prayed for the earth and sea, for 
the air, and for the whole world. And though Tertullian does 
not particularly speak of this prayer, yet he intimates in gene- 
ral, that they were used to pray for temporal blessings, and 
among these for rain, as in the German expedition of Marcus 
Aurelius, when his army was saved from perishing for want of 
water by the prayers of the Christians77, which never failed to 
drive away drought upon other occasions. The like observation 


72 Ep. 107. ad Vital. See before, 
ch. 1. 8. 3. p. 235. n. 20. 

78 Ep. 1. ad Gallos. c. rt. See 
8. 21. n. 68, preceding. 

74 De Eccles. Dogmat. c. go. 
(Celestin. Ep. ut supra. int. Oper. 
Augustin. t. 10. append. p.134b.)... 
Ut lapsis poenitentize remedia con- 
ferantur, ut denique catechumenis 
ad regenerationis sacramenta per- 
ductis ccelestis misericordie aula 
reseretur. See n. 69, preceding. 


75 As before, just afterward in 
D. 44. p. 272. “Ert mpoodépoper cot, 
x. 7. A., left hand col. 

76 Hom. 2. in 2 Cor. p. 745. (t. 
IO. p. 440 €.) ...... ‘Yrép yns xal 
Gardoons, trép dépey, imep ys ol- 
koupéyns amrdons, xedevdpeba mpoore- 
va rp PravOparo Geo. 

77, Ad Scapul. c. 4. (p. 71 b.) 
Quando non geniculationibus et Je- 
junationibus nostris etiam siccitates 
sunt depulss ? 


Forall their 
absent bre- 


thren. 


Concluding 
with a oe is a doxology to the whole Trinity: and this was of old the 


olo 
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is made by Cyprian’’, ‘ that they offered continually supplica- 
tions and prayers night and day for victory over their enemies, 
for obtaining rain, for averting or moderating all adversities, 
and for the peace and safety of the public.’ Which being their 
continual prayer night and day, it is not to be doubted but 
that it was part of those prayers, which they now more 


solemnly offered at the altar. 


24, The last petition mentioned in the Constitutions 7® ‘is for 
all those that upon just and reasonable cause were then absent 
from the assembly, that God would preserve both the absent 
and present in godliness, and keep them without change, 
blame, or rebuke, and finally gather them all into the king- 
dom of his Christ, the universal King, and God of all things in 


nature both visible and invisible.’ 


The like petition is men- 


tioned by Chrysostom in one of his Homilies upon St. Mat- 
thew 79, according to the old translation of Anianus: ‘ The 
priest,’ says he, ‘when he stands at the altar, bids us give 
thanks, for the whole world, for those that are absent and 
those that are present, for those that are gone before us, and 
those that shall be after us, while the sacrifice lies upon the 


altar.’ 


25. The conclusibn of this long prayer in the Constitutions 


the whole constant custom of the Church, as is evident from what has 
been largely discoursed before ®!, both concerning the adora- 
tion of the whole Trinity, as the true and only object of divine 
worship, and also concerning the use of divine hymns and 


Trinity. 


doxologies to the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. 


Of which 


I need say no more in this place to confirm the order laid 


77 Ad Demetrian. p. 193. (p. 134.) 
...» Pro arcendis hostibus et imbri- 
bus impetrandis, et vel auferendis 
vel temperandis adversis, rogamus 
semper et preces fundimus, &c. 

78 As just before, in the last co- 
lumn of n. 44. p. 272. 

79 Hom. 26. in Matth. p. 259. 
igs the Latin Edition, Paris. 1588. 
t. I. p. 252 a. 11.) and the original 
Edition of Duczus in Latin only, 
Paris. 1613. 6 tom. fol.] Idcirco 
enim altari assistens sacerdos, pro 
universo orbe terrarum, pro absen- 


tibus atque preesentibus, pro his, qui 
postea futuri sunt, sacrificio illo pro- 

sito, Deo nos gratias jubet offerre. 
fAcsording to the Ed. Bened. Hom. 
25. al. 26. (t.7. p. grra.)...'O lepeds 
Urép THs olxouperns, Urép Tay yup, 
Urep Toy yerynOevroy Tay eur ' 
Urép riy pera ravra écopevoy els 
nuas, evyaptorety Kedeves THs Ovoias 
mpoxeerns exeivns. | 

80 As: beture, at the bottom of 


. 272. 
61 B. 13. ch. 2. v. 4. p. 288. B. 14. 
ch, 2. 8. 1. V. 5. p. 25. 


AV. iil. 
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down in the Constitutions, save only to observe, that two of 
the most ancient writers we have, Irenseus ®° and Tertullian ®!, 
do both mention one part of this doxology as particularly used 
at the consecration of the eucharist. Irensus says, the Valen- 
tinians made it an argument for their Zones that the Catholics 
used to say, Els alévas rév aldvwy, in their eucharistical service, 
referring to the last words of this doxology, World without 
end. And Tertullian ®? particularly asks those who frequented 
the Roman games, ‘ How they could give testimony to a gladia- 
tor with that mouth wherewith they had answered Amen! at 
the eucharist? or say World without end! to any other but 
Christ their God?’ Implying, that the glorification of Christ 
with this doxology was then a noted close of the consecration- 
prayer, as the Author of the Constitutions represents It. 

26. And from this passage of Tertullian it is no less apparent To which 
that the people were used to subjoin their Amen! to the end sl gg 
of this prayer. Which. was a custom as ancient as the Apostles. voice 
For St. Paul seems plainly to allude to it: (1 Cor. 14, 16.) pavhpis 
** When thou shalt bless with the spirit, (that is, bless the 
cup of blessing, or the eucharist, in an unknown tongue,) how 
shall he that occupieth the room of the unlearned say Amen! 
at thy giving of thanks, seeing he understandeth not what thou 
sayest?” Justin Martyr ®, in describing the Christian rites in 
celebrating the eucharist, takes notice of this among the rest, 
that when the president had ended his prayers and thanks- 
givings over the bread and wine, all the people assented with 
their acclamations, saying, Amen! And Dionysius of Alex- 
andria ®4, speaking of one who had never been truly baptized, 
but had often notwithstanding been partaker of the eucharist, 
says, ‘ they would not rebaptize him, because he had for a 
long time heard the thanksgiving, and joined with the people 


Oo L.1. e.1. (p. 16. 4.)"AAAd kal section, n . 82, following. 
npas énl rijs edxapiorias Aéyortas, 82 See the preceding note. 


Ris rovs alavas rév alavey, éxeivous % Apol. 2. See before, ch. 3. 
rous alavas onpaivery. &. 0. p. 292. the last clauses of n. 8. 
81 De oe . oo (p. ouvrehécarros, K. T. 


83 b.) Quale est .... uo 54 Ap. Euseb. 1. 7. c. (v. 1. 
Amen in sanctum “protests: eae ole Pp. 330- 13-) _Evdxapiorias yi éwa- 
diatori testimonium reddere? eels Kovgayra, cai ouvert h Eapevov, To 
alévas dx’ alévos alii omnino dicere, “Apiy, ..... ovx ay é& vrapyis (al. 
nisi Deo [et] Christo ?—See Chry- doxasl dvarxevdfey eri rokpnoaipt. 
sost. Hom. 35. in 1 Cor. in the next 
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in the common Amen!’ And so Chrysostom ®, interpreting 
those words of the Apostle, ‘‘ How shall he that occupieth the 
room of the unlearned say Amen! at thy giving of thanks, 
seeing he understandeth not what thou sayest’?” plainly refers 
to this custom: for he says, iduérns, which we render, un- 
learned, signifies a private man or lay-man: ‘ And if thou 
blessest in an unknown tongue, not understanding what thou 
sayest, nor being able to interpret it, the layman cannot 
answer, Amen! for he not hearing those words, World with- 
out end, which is the close of the thanksgiving, cannot say 
Amen!’ Where we may observe, both that the consecration- 
prayer ended with a known doxology to the Holy Trinity, 
whereof those words, World without end, were a part; and 
that the people hearing them answered, Amen! 
dest po 27. There is no mention made in the Constitutions of the 
Creed in formal rehearsing either of the Creed or the Lord’s Prayer in 
lee this place immediately after consecration: and the reason is, 
had made it that when that author made his collections, it was not yet be- 
“pert. come the custom to use the Creed in any other service, but 
turgy. only that of baptism, in any Church whatsoever. The first 
that brought the rehearsing of the Creed into the liturgy was 
Peter Fullo, bishop of Antioch, about the year 471. And 
after that, about the year 511, Timotheus, bishop of Constan- 
tinople, brought it into use in the liturgy of that Church, as 
we learn from the history of Theodorus Lector®®. After that 
we find it mentioned in the Council of Constantinople*®’ under 
Mennas, anno 536, as being rehearsed according to custom be- 
tween the reading of the Gospel and the diptychs. After this, 
about the year 589, it was brought into the Spanish Church, 
at the petition of King Reccaredus, by the order of the third — 
Council of Toledo*®, and that after the example of the Eastern 


8 Hom. 35. in 1 Cor. p. 640. © L. 2. (v. 3. p-§78. AP Parsi 
(t. 10. p. 336 d.) ‘Ididorny 3¢ rov rd ray Tpiaxocioy Séxa xai der& wa- 
Naixdy reyes, kal deixwvor Kai abrov répov die wiorews LupBorov «aff 
ob pexpav t tropévoyra rhy (npiay, Gravy éxdotny cuvafiv oe waperkev= 
rd 'Apny elsrety pt) Sivnrat’ & de Aeyet acev.—Et infra (ibid. p. 582. 4.) 
pie dorw’ ay ¢ ethoynons | Ty Tay Ilerpov gnoi roy aay rere 
Bdpor hov7z, ovx eidds ri Aeyes, Sind ouvvage: rd SupBodrow de- 
robe éppnvedorat Surdyevos, ov Suvara 
txopernoa ro Apa & Aaixds* ob "OA Act. 1. ap 41. Edit. Crabb., que 
yap dxovey 70, Els tos alavas ray est Act. 5. Edit. Labb. See before, 
alévwr, dxep dori rédos, ov eyes rd 8.18. ae 329. n. 46. 
*Apnv. t.5. p. 1009 e.) Consulta 
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Churches: and then it was ordered to be said with a loud 
voice after the consecration, immediately before the Lord’s 
Prayer, to be an instruction, and declaration of the people’s 
true faith, who were lately converted from Arianism, and to 
prepare their hearts, thus purified by faith, to the following 
reception of the body and blood of Christ. It was not thus 
used in the Gallican Liturgy till the time of Charles the 
Great, nor in the Roman Liturgy till the beginning of the 
eleventh century, as I have more fully showed*? in a former 
Book. But as it had earlier admittance in the Spanish 
Churches, so the rehearsal of it appears to have been ap- 
propriated to the time after consecration, between that and 
the Lord’s Prayer, which in most Churches they were used to 
repeat also toward the conclusion of these prayers following 
the oblation. 

28. For though there be no mention made of the Lord's oar vag 
Prayer in this part of the service in the Constitutions, (as pro- Prayer. 
bably not in use in that Church whence the author made his 
collections,) yet we are assured it was almost generally used in 
all Churches. For not only the forementioned Council of 
Toledo, and the fourth of the same name™, speak of the 
Lord’s Prayer as coming before the reception of the bread and 
wine in the Spanish churches; but St. Austin! says, the whole 
Church almost concluded the oblation-prayers with it. And I 
have already confirmed his observation from several other 
passages of St. Chrysostom, and Cyril of Jerusalem, and St. 
Jerom, and Gregory the Great®?, who was also of opinion 
that the Apostles used no other prayer to consecrate the eucha- 
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..- Reccaredi Regis sancta constituit 
soo: ut per omnes ecclesias 
ispanize et [al.vel] Gallicie, secun- 
dum formam Orientalium ecclesia- 
rum, Concilii Constantinopolitani, 
hoc est, centum quinquaginta epi- 
scoporum Symbolum fidei recitetur: 
et priusquam Dominica dicatur ora- 
tio, voce clara preedicetur, [al. populo 
decantetur] quo fides vera manifesta 
sit fe Seepage habeat, &c. 
. 10. ch. 4. 8.17. V. 3. p. 542. 
% C,17. [al. 18.] (t.5. p. 1711 b.) 
Nonnulli sacerdotes post dictam 
orationem Dominicam statim com- 


municant, et postea benedictionem 
in rere dant: quod deinceps in- 
terdicimus: sed post orationem Do- 
minicam, et conjunctionem panis et 
calicis, benedictio in populum se- 
quatur, et tunc demum corporis ac 
sanguinis Domini sacramentum su- 
matur. 

#1 Ep. 59. [al.149.} ad Paulin. 
(t. 2. p. 509 c.)... Quam totam peti- 
tionem fere omnis ecclesia Dominica 
oratione concludit. 

92 See these cited at large, b. 13. 
ch. 7. 8. 3. v. 4. p. 483. nn. 72, 84. 
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rist% but the Lord’s Prayer. In which he was something sin- 
gular: for there is little question but that the Apostles conse- 
crated it, as the Lord had done before them. As to the 
practice of the Church in using the Lord’s Prayer at this 
time, Optatus®* says it was become so customary by neces- 
sary prescript that the Donatists themselves did not pretend 
to omit it. And in some of the French Councils® an order 
was made, that no layman, even of those that did not commu- 
nicate, should leave the assembly before the Lord’s Prayer 
was said. 
Absolution 29. It appears from the last mentioned place of Optatus, 
ill sear ie that when any penitents were to receive a solemn absolution in 
rie pss before the African Church, it was usually given them about this time, 
Prayer, with between the offering of the oblation and the Lord’s Prayer. 


occasional For he tells the Donatists% that the very moment after they 

enedic- ‘ : : eae . 

tions. had given penitents imposition of hands and pardon of sins, 
they were obliged to turn to the altar and say the Lord’s 
Prayer. Which implies that absolution was commonly given 
at this season. And here we may suppose several of those 
prayers of thanksgiving or benediction, mentioned in the 
seventh and eighth books of the Constitutions, to have had 
their place; such as the benediction of the holy oil, and the 
thanksgiving for the first-fruits of the earth®” ; there being no 
time more proper for such things than the time of the oblation. 
But as nothing is said positively and expressly of this matter, 
I only mention it by way of conjecture. 

Benedic- $0. But there is more evidence of another sort of benediction 

tion after following the Lord’s Prayer in many of the Western Churches. 

Prayer. For the third Council of Orleans 9* has a canon which orders 


all laymen to stay till they had heard the Lord’s Prayer, and 
received the bishop’s benediction. Cardinal Bona%? under- 











98 Vid. Greg. M. 1.7. Ep. 64. ‘See 
sar rik ge 12. p. or Ben g6 fl 
ollowing. 


L.2. p.57- 

ts See n. 98, 

% L.2. p. 57. vn ga) Inter vicina 
momenta, dum manus imponitis, et 
delicta donatis, mox, ad altare con- 
versi, Dominicam orationem preeter- 
mittere non potestis. 

97 Vid. Constit. Apost. 1. 7. c. 42. 
[al. 43.] (Cotel. v.1. p. 380.) Hepi 


icparos rob pvorixol édalov etya- 
ae —L. 8. c. 40. (ibid. p. a7) 
Enrixdnors émt arapyay. 

% C, 28. (t.5. p. 302 €.) De missie 
nullus laicorum ante discedat, quam 
Dominica dicatur oratio, et si epi- 
scopus fuerit przesens, ejus bene- 
dictio expectetur. 

9 Rer. Liturg. 1.2. c.16. n.2. 
(n. 3?! (p. 316.) Hune ritum igno- 
rantes, 
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stands this of the final benediction, which followed the commu- 
nion: but Mabillon more truly interprets it of the benediction 
before communion’, immediately following the Lord’s Prayer. 
Concerning which there is a canon in the Council of Toledo?, 
which censures some priests for communicating immediately 
after the Lord’s Prayer, without giving the benediction to the 
people; and orders, that for the future the benediction should 
follow the Lord’s Prayer, and after that the communion. And 
by this we are to interpret some other canons of the Councils 
of Agde® and Orleans‘, which order the people ‘ not to depart 
till the bishop has given his benediction.’ Which is to be 
understood of the benediction before the communion, and not 
that which came after it. And this agrees with the order in 
the Constitutions ; where, after the long prayer of the conse- 
cration and oblation is ended, the bishop is appoimted to give 
this short benediction, The peace of God be with you all. 
And then after the deacon has rehearsed a bidding-prayer, 
much to the same purpose with the former, for the whole 
Church, and every order in it, and particularly for the sacrifice 
then offered, that God would receive it to his altar in heaven 
for a sweet-smelling savour by the mediation of Christ, the 
bishop again recommends the people to God in another prayer 5, 
which the Greeks call wapd@eots, and the Latins commendatio, 
and benedictio, the commendation, or benediction, beaeeching 
God to sanctify their bodies and souls, and to make them 
worthy of the good things he has set before them; which 
relates both to their worthy reception of the eucharist, and 
their obtaining eternal life. This is what I conceive those 
Latin Councils call the bishop’s benediction, of which there are 
some instances in the Mosarabic Liturgy, and many more in 
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! De Liturg. Gallican. 1.1. c.4.  dictis locis intelligitur, &c. 
n. 14. (p. 35-) missis nulluslaico- 7 Tolet. 4. c.17.[al.18.] See be- 
rum, &c. Walafridus id interpreta- fore, s. 28. n. go, preceding. 


tur de oratione, que post commu- 3C 


nionem dicitur. At repugnant verba 
Concilii Toletani, aliorumque. In 
Missali Mozarabico benedictio ubi- 
que communioni premittitur, item- 
que in Gallicano passim apud Tho- 
masium : et hactenus benedictio epi- 
scopalis ante communionem datur. 
Super licebat iis, qui non commu- 
nicabant, accepta benedictione, ante 
communionem discedere, ut ex pre- 


.47. (t.4. p.139t a.) Missas 
die Dominico a secularibus totas 
teneri speciali ordinatione preecipi- 
mus: ita ut ante benedictionem sa- 
cerdotis egredi populus non pre- 
sumat. 

4 Aurelian. 3. c. 28. See n. 98, 
preceding. 

5 L. 8. c. 13. See before, s. 1. 
p. 274, the second column of 
Nn. 45; 
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the old Gothic and Gallican Missals lately published by Mabil- 
lon, [De Liturgia Gallicana, §c. Paris. 1685. 4to.| where 
the prayer that follows the collect after the Lord’s Prayer is 
always styled, [as at the 214th page of that work,] Benedictio 
Populi, the Benediction of the People: and these are com- 
monly different prayers, composed with some respect to the 
several festivals to which they were appropriated, like the 
Collects before the Epistles and Gospels in our present Liturgy. 
But I return to the ancient service. 
Of the dee 51. There is one petition in the deacon’s bidding-prayer after 
ding-prayer the consecration in the Constitutions>, which is not to be passed 
ee over in silence; that is, ‘that God would receive the gift that 
tion. was then offered to him, to his altar in heaven as a sweet- 
smelling savour, by the mediation of his Christ.’ This form 
seems a8 ancient as Irensus: for he says ®, ‘ We have an altar 
in heaven, and thither our prayers and oblations are directed.’ 
And so it is in all the Greek Liturgies, with a small variation ; 
and frequently in the Mosarabic Liturgy’, and the old Gothic 
Missal published by Mabillon ®, there aré prayers for the 


5 L.8.c.13. See before, s. 1. p. 
274, the first part of n. 45. 

6 L.4.¢. 4. (p. 328. 9.) Eet ergo 
altare in ccelis, illuc preces nostre 
et oblationes diriguntur. 

7 Miss. Mozarab. in Natal. Dom. 
cited by Bona, Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 
13. 0.5. (p. 310.) Ita sepius in Mo- 
zarabico.—In Die Natalis Domini: 
In altare tuum pants ac vint aed 
causta pr smus, rogantes, ut 
hostias Trinitas indivisa sanctificet 
—Dominica secunda, post Peta 

: oy : 


trangformatione conformes. — Do- 
minica 5.: Ut has hostias intendas 
abe sary sanctifices, et benedicas.— 

ominica 1. Quadragesimese: Emitte 
Spiritum tuum de sanctis celis tuts, 
quo sanctificentur oblata. — Domi- 
nica 3.: Digneris hec oblata sanc- 


hisque benedicturus descende. 


8 De Liturg. Gallican. 1. 3. Miss. 
11, in Festo Assumptionis: (p. 
214.) Post Mysterium descendat, 
Domine, in his sacrificiis tuse bene- 
dictionis costernus et cooperator 
Paraclitus Spiritus: ut oblationem, 
quam tibi de tua terra fructificante 

rrigimus, coelesti permuneratione 
leg. permutations}, te sanctificante, 
sumamus; ut translata in cor- 
pore, calice in cruore, proficiat me- 
ritis, quod obtulimus pro delictis, 
&c.—I bid. Miss.7. in Circumcisione: 
(p. 202.) Hoc sacrificium suscipere 
et benedicere et sanctificare digneris, 
ut fiat nobis eucharistia legitima, 
&c.—Ibid. Miss. 20. in Cathedra 
Petri: (p. 228.) Immittere digneris 
Spiritum tuum Sanctum super hec 
solemnia: ut fiat nobis legitima 
eucharistia in tuo, Filiique tui no- 
mine, et Spiritus Sancti, &c.—Ibid. 
Miss. 65. in Festo Leudegari: (p. 
285.) Descendat hic benedictio tua 
super hune panem et calicem in 
transformatione Spiritus tui Sancti; 
uti hsec benedicendo benedicas, 
eanctificando sanctifices, &c.—Ibid. 
Miss. 77. Dominicalis: (p. 296.) 
Per quem {Jesum Christum] te, 
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descent of the Holy Ghost to sanctify the gifts, and make 
them the body and blood of Christ, even after the repetition 
of the words, This is my body, and, This is my blood: which 
evidently shows that the ancient formers of the liturgy did 
not think the consecration to be effected by the bare repetition 
of those words, but by prayer for the descent of the Holy 
Ghost upon the elements of bread and wine. And it is very 
remarkable, that even in the present Canon of the Roman 
Mass 9 there is still such a prayer as this remaining after what 
they call consecration: the priest offering the Host says, ‘ Be 
pleased to look upon these things with a favourable and pro- 
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_ pitious eye, as thou wert pleased to accept the gifts of Abel thy 


righteous servant. He adds, ‘We beseech thee, Almighty 
God, to command that these things may be carried by the 
hands of thy holy angels to thy altar on high.’ Concluding, 
‘By Christ our Lord, by whom thou dost always create, 
sanctify, quicken, and bless these good things unto us.’ 

These words in this prayer, as our polemical writers !° have 
rightly observed, were used before transubstantiation was 
invented, and when the consecration was thought to be made 
by prayer, and not barely by pronouncing the words, This is 
my body. And then they were good sense, when they were 
said over bread and wine, to consecrate them into the memorial 
and symbols of Christ’s body and blood. But now they are 
become absurd and contrary to the primitive intention. For 
how can the real body and blood of Christ be called these gtfte ? 
Or be compared to the sacrifice of Abel, who offered a beast? 
How can men pray, without indignity to the Son of God, that 
the sacrifice of God’s only Son may be as acceptable to God as 
the sacrifice of Abel was? Or how does Christ, who sits at the 


Pater Omnipotens, deprecamur: ut 
supraposita altario tuo munera letus 
aspicias ; atque hc omnia obumbres 
Sancti Filii tui Spiritu: ut quod ex 
hac tua benedictione acceperimus, 
eeternitatis gloria consequamur. 

® Miseal. Rom. in Can. Miss. p. 
goo. Antwerp. 1574. (Paris. 1739. 
8vo. p. ae), Pie vim ae propitio 
ac sereno vul eris, 
ut, accepta haters igoatu es mu- 
nera pueri tui justi Abel. . Supplices 
te rogamus, Deus Omnipotens, jube 


heec perferri per manus sancti angeli 
tui in sublime altare tuum. er 
Christum Dominum nostrum, per 
quem, Domine, hzc omnia semper 
nobis bona creas, sanctificas, vivifi- 
cas, benedicis. 

10 See Du Moulin, Novelty of Po- 
pery, Tenth Controversy of Book ”, 
ch. 5. (p. 730.) Neither do ‘the 
Fathers only speak so, &c.—See 
aleo his Buckler of Faith. (p. 510.) 
ta after the words of sgh eeenich. 

c. 
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right hand of the Father, need the mediation of angels to be 
carried or presented to his Father at the heavenly altar? With 
what propriety of speech can Christ be called all these good 
things? and, the good things which God createth always, 
and quickeneth and sanctifieth always? Doth God create, 
and quicken, and bless Jesus Christ by Jesus Christ? It is 
proper to say all this of the gifts, supposing them still to be real 
bread and wine: but altogether improper, if they are transub- 
stantiated into the natural flesh and blood of Christ. Whence 
we may conclude, that the first compilers of this prayer knew 
nothing of the new doctrine of transubstantiation, which makes 
this prayer absurd in every syllable of it; to enter here no 
further upon a debate concerning the change which is made in 
the elements by consecration, which every one knows where to 
find discussed at large in our polemical writers, and something 
will be said of it hereafter '!, under the head of adoration. 
ears form $32. Immediately after the benediction of the bishop, the 
Sancts; deacon, in the Constitutions '2, is appointed to say, [Ipdcoxeper, 
at jp. Let us give attention! And then the bishop, calling to the 
rybeto people, says, “Ayia roils dylas, Holy things for those that are 
Hight Rly! To which the people answer, ‘ There is one holy, one 
Lord, one Jesus Christ, to the glory of God the Father, who is 
blessed for ever, Amen! Glory be to God in the highest, and 
on earth peace, good will towards men. Hosanna to the Son 
of David. Blessed be God the Lord, that came in the name of 
the Lord, and appeared unto us; Hosanna in the highest!’ 
Cyril of Jerusalem }° takes notice of one part of this in the 
Church of Jerusalem, where it came immediately after the 
Lord’s Prayer. ‘After that,’ says he, ‘the priest says, Holy 
things for holy men. Holy are the elements which lie before 
us, when they have received the illapse of the Holy Ghost 
upon them. Holy are ye also, when ye are endowed with the 
Holy Ghost: and therefore holy things agree to holy men. 


11 See ch. 5.8. 5, following. ,  édxeva ‘Ayiou Ivevparos. “Aytos rai 

12 Ubi supra. Seo 8.1. p. 2753 Basis: Kiseeuarse’ Avlou xarafioberres. 
the last part ef n. 45. ‘O Scxoroe Ta dyia ovv rots ayions xarddAnAa. 
deyéren K. TA. Elra ipeis Aéyere, Els Gos, els Ku- 

3 Catech. [23.] Mystag. v.n.16. pros, ‘Inrots Xpiords’ adnOes yap 
(al. 19.] (p. 331 a.) Merd ratra Els dys, pioe: ays’ qpeis d¢ Kai 
Ayer 5 lepeds, Ta ayia rois ayiows’ aywot, GAd’ ot Goce, GdAdAd peroyy, 
ayia tah mpoxeipeva, emipoirnow Be- xai doxnoe, xai evy7. 
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Then ye say, There is one holy, one Lord Jesus Christ. There 
is one truly holy, who is holy by nature: ye also are holy, not 
by nature, but by participation, by exercise and prayer.’ 
St. Chrysostom ™ also takes notice of the same, comparing the 
service of the Church to the Olympic exercises, where ‘ the 
herald stands and cries with a loud voice, Does any one accuse 
this man? Ishea thief? Is hea slave? Is he an immoral 
man’ So the ecclesiastical herald, the priest, standing on 
high, calls some and rejects others, not with his hand, but with 
his tongue: for when he says, Holy things for holy men, he 
says this, If any one be not holy, let him not come here. He 
does not barely say, if he be free from sin, but, if he be holy ; 
for it does not make a man holy, merely to be free from sin: 
but to be endowed with the Spirit, and to abound with good 
works. Therefore he says, I would not have you only free 
from mire, but white and beautiful.’ 


18 Hom. 17. in Hebr. p. 1873. (t. 
12. p. 171 Db.) “Eope rolvuy ral 
viv 6 wap’ hpiv mpuf, ob ris kehadijs 
éxacrov KaTexov ka y, GdAd 
wdyras dpov ms Kebadns THs évdoy 
paoklarid OuK épiornow aAous abrois 

rik pag GAN’ abrovs éavrois’ ov 
wep eee n Tes Tovrov KaTITyopet ; 
a ri; =| Tis éavrod Karnyopel ; 
éray yep etry, Td dyca Trois aytoss, 
rovro Aeyet, Et ris ovx fori ays, 
B}) Tpooreren. Oty oe gnow, 
apaprnpdresy xaBapos, Gd ” &ytos" | roy 
Gytoy ) Tay dpapTypdrey 
pate mort pdvoy, GAA xal 7 rou 
Lvedparos apovela, nal 6 roy cyaboy 
épyar m\otros. Ob BovAopuas pdvoy, 
gol Be BopBépou pice are 
kat Nevuxovs elas, ral inlet 
rare on 05,2 Ed. Savil. * 
t. 5. pp. 809, 810. boas xdpuy 
typos cords 6 le 


os yeyovis, kal péya én é- 
ning TH path novxia dvaxpdlor, 
Ta dye rots aylois, Tous péy Kane, 


rous 8€ dweipyes’ ov tH yetpi rovro 


* (Ap. Ed. Bened. deest.—See the Editor’s note, (t. 12. 


wow, GANa Ay yAarmy THs xepds 
Tpavdore 7 ‘yap pon éxely, els 
ry dnoyp éprlrrovoa Tp nBETEpay, 
xaGarep xelp, robs pey odes kal éx- 
Badr, rovs 8¢ eiodye cal apiorn- 
ow. Eire 87 pot, mapaxahe, ¢ éy rois 
"Ohupmiaxois dyaow obx ee é 
Booy peya xat typ Adv Aeyov, 
Et tts rovrov xariyopei, py) 8ovdos 
éori, rr) Kherrns, pen} npemew mosnpee; 
kai ros ra Gyovicpara éxeiva ov 
xs €otiy, ovde Tpérrou, aAAa ose 
kal oéparos el rolvwy 6a odpa- 
rés éotiw doKnots, wodAn mpoaipe- 
ews éféraois yiverat, réow paddoy 
évravéa, Oa rd wiv yu aOnret ; ; 
“Eornxe roivuy 6 wap nuiy xnpve, ov 
THs _ kebadijs éxagroy katéxev Kal 
» GAAd mdyras dpuov THs Ke- 


p. 185 d.) and 


compare Savil’s annotation on the same, (t. 8. p. 750.) where this Homily is 
termed Apanthisma consarcinatum ex Homm. 20, 15, et 14 in Epist. ad Hebr. 
&c. Ep.] 
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St. Chrysostom also '* often speaks of the hymn, Glory be 
to God on High! and tells us particularly that it was sung at 
the eucharist, as well as upon other occasions. ‘God,’ says he, 
‘first brought the angels down hither, and then carried men 
up tothem. The earth was made an heaven, because heaven 
was about to receive the things of the earth. Therefore, evxa- 
ptorovvres Adyopev, when we give thanks, or celebrate the 
eucharist, we say, Glory be to God on high, in earth peace, 
good will towards men.’ And that by the thanksgiving he 
here means the eucharist, is evident from another place’, 
where he more precisely specifies the time of using it in the 
communion-service : ‘“Iaaow of morol, x.r. A. They who are 
communicants know what hymn is sung by the spirits above ; 
what the Cherubims say above; what the angels said; Glory 
be to God on high! Therefore our hymns come after our 
psalmody, as something more perfect.’ Meaning that psalms 
were sung in the service of the catechumens; but these hymns, 
the cherubical hymn and the angelical hymn, more peculiarly 
in the communion-service. 

ees 83. St. Cyril’® adds, that after the hymn One Holy! a psalm 
viting to WAS sung, inviting them to participate of the holy mysteries, 
the com- which was the thirty-first Psalm '’, and particularly those words, 
" “Taste and see that the Lord is gracious.” Which, he tells 
them, ‘ was not to be estimated or discerned by their corporeal 

taste, but by the certainty of faith. For they were not bid to 

taste bread and wine, but the antitype or sign of the body and 

blood of Christ.’ This was a distinct psalm from those which 

were used to be sung afterward whilst the people were com- 


14 Hom. 3. in Col. p. 1337, (t.11. _ 16 Catech. [23.] Mystag. 5. n. 17. 
p: 347 b.) Tovrous mpérovs Kariyya~ fal, 20.) { (p. 331 b.) Mera ravra 
yer bbe, ee d- dxovere Ydadrovros pera péAovs 
vizyaye mpds avrous’ ovpaws 9 yy Oelov, Tporperropeévou ipas eis ri 
yeyover, erred) ra ris ys fyedder xowevlay ray cyiov pvoTnpion, ra) 
ovpawis Séxerar. Avs tovro edxa- déyovros, Tevougbe xal idere, ors 


purrourres Aéyouey, Adga dy t s xpnoris 6 Kupwos. Mi rT) Adpvyys 
Geg, nai emi yns elpnyn, év avOparas Topa4reKe emerpemyre rd xperixéy’ 
evdon oh GAAd 7 avedoadorp mores’ 

15 Hom. 9 -in Col. p. ¥ ang (ibid. even vig ote dprov ral olvou 
P- 393 4.) vi 88 Upvos Trey toaow sii as yevrar bat, GANG ayrervou 


ol moro’ rl déye rad XepovBip ayo, odparos cal aiuaros rov Xpiorov. 

ri Edeyov ol dyyehar; Adga ev ipi- 17 [The words cited ae ak found 
aros Ge@. Ard robro pera ras Wah- 2 _ pis Paalm, ocd in the 8th 
pepdias vprot, dre rededrepdy rs verse of the 34th, according to the 
npayyua. ‘Anthorieed Version. Ep. |] 
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municating : for this was an invitatory to communicate, but the 
other were for meditation and devotion whilst they were actu- 
ally partaking ; of which there will be occasion to say some- 
thing further in the next chapter. 

34. Here we must note two things more which concern the The conse- 
consecration in general, in opposition to the corruptions of later aay 
ages. First, that as all divine service was in a known tongue, ier oa 
80 particularly the consecration of the eucharist was ordered voice. 
to be pronounced both intelligibly and audibly, that the people 
might hear it, and answer Amen! The contrary practice now 
prevails in the Roman Church: but both Habertus!” and 
Bona '® own it to be an innovation, of which there is no foot- 
step till the tenth age, when first the ancient custom was su- 
perseded. It would be impertinent to produce authorities for 
a thing that is so plainly confessed and beyond dispute. And 
therefore I shall only note one thing upon this point, that 
when some little grumbling of this disease began to appear in 
the time of Justinian, he checked it in its first symptoms by a 
severe law'9, commanding ‘all bishops and presbyters to make 
the divine oblation, and the prayers used in baptism, not in 
secret, or with a low and muttering voice, but so as all the 
faithful people might hear them, to the greater devotion of 
their souls, and the greater praise and glory of God. For so 
the holy Apostle teaches, saying in the first Epistle to the 
Corinthians, If thou bless with the spirit only, how shall he 
that occupieth the room of the unlearned say Amen! at thy 
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7 Archierat. part. 8. observ. 9. 
(p. 145.) Primus [ritus] est éxdo- 
ynocs, alta voce edita pronuntiatio ; 
in Liturgiis S. Blasii et S. Chry- 
sostomi éxtdres eyo, ita ut non 
solum qui stant in sacrario sacer- 
dotes, eed etiam populus universus 
audiat verba illa potentissima et au- 
gustissima, quibus corpus Christi 
conficitur. A quo sane ntu Romana 
nunc ecclesia dissidet, cujus ita ru- 
brice habent; Secreto profert verba 
consecrationts super hostiam .. Sane 
verba consecrationis alta voce ab 
initio pronuntiata teneant, necesse 
est, qui de eucharistia intelligendum 
volunt locum B. Pauli ex prima ad 
Corinthios Epistola, 14, 16. "Edy «i- 


Roynons, Ke. A. 
Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 13. 8. 1. 
(p. 308.) Greeci et alii Onentales 
verba consecrationis elata voce pro- 
nuntiant, et popu respondet 
Amen! ..... Eundem morem ser- 
vabat olim ecclesia Occidentalis, 
omnes enim audiebant sanctissima 
et efficacissima verba, quibus Chri- 
sti corpus conficitur. ...Postea sta- 
tutum est, ut canon submissa voce 
recitaretur, et sic desiit ea consue- 
tudo sszculo decimo, ut conjicio, 
quia post Florum, qui nono labente 
vixit, ejus mentionem non reperi 
apud svi posterioris scriptores. 
19 Novel. 137. c.6. See b. 13. 
ch. 4. 8. I. V. 4. Pp. 343. 2. 70. 


348 The oblation and XV. in. 


giving of thanks, seeing he understandeth not what thou say- 
est? For thou verily givest thanks well, but the other 1s not 
edified. Therefore if any bishop or presbyter contemn this 
rule, they must give an account hereafter in the dreadful judg- 
ment of our God and Saviour Jesus Christ; and we, when they 
come to our knowledge, will not suffer them to remain quiet 
and unpunished.’ It is well for the Roman Church that the 
Canon law is superior to the Civil; else such an horrible abuse 
of all righteous, both divine and human laws, would not go 
without its just revenges. This is one of those many good laws 
for which the Church is beholden to that learned emperor ; 
whom yet Baronius®, for the sake of these very laws, does 
bespatter and rally, as ‘an ignorant analphabetus, an impious 
heretic, an invader of divine rights, a man sick of the common 
distemper of kings,’ and whatever a partial historian could 
think of, that was indecent to be said, who was himself indeed 
sick with prejudice in favour of the common abuses and cor- 
ruptions of his own Church; among which this is one of the 
most flaming and intolerable, to pray every day in an unheard 
and unknown tongue, so contrary?! to the authority of the 
Apostle and the rules of the primitive Church, and the edifica- 
tion of Christian people, and the common sense and reason of 
mankind. 

35. The other ceremony to be noted in the practice of the 
Ancients is, that in consecrating the eucharist they always 
brake the bread in conformity to our Saviour’s example, to re- 
present his passion and crucifixion. Clemens Alexandrinus2? 
speaks of this as a general custom, ‘when the eucharist was 
divided or broken, to let every one of the people take his part.’ 
And St. Austin29 says the whole Church observed it, ‘in bless- 
ing the bread, to break it for distribution.’ The reader that 


ro er Su (t. 7. p. 144 ¢.) Quod ing upon this subject, Art. 11. 

vero ex Suida ee est, &c. Ge 327.) Of Dividing the Sacra- 
inst Bellarmin. ment. 

(De cea 1. 6. ¢.9. 8.29. (t.4. 22 Stromat. 1. 1. (p. 318. 32.) “He 


p- 340 g.) Ad hance legem varie «al rip evyapioriay ris dsaveiuav- 
sunt exceptiones; prima de auctore, res, @s és, avréy 89 dxacroy rou 
post de re. Bellarminus negat ad aod AaBeiv rijv potpay émrpérovow. 

imperatorem pertinere de ritu sacri- 7 Ep. sg. (al. 149.]} ad Paulin. 
ficandi leges ferre: proinds non (t. 2. p. so9c.)...Cum benedicitur, 
multum referre quid ille sanxerit. et sanctificatur, et ad distribuendum 
Ep.] See also Jewel against Hard- comminuitur, &c. 
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pleases may find other testimonies collected by Hospinian*‘ out 
of Irenseus**, Dionysius the Areopagite?®, Theophilus of Alex- 
andria?7, and Cyril of Alexandria®*, and St. Chrysostom 2’. 
Neither does Bona?° himself deny this, but proves it further 
from Gregory Nazianzen®!, and Ceosarius Arelatensis, and all 
the older Ritualists, and Liturgies, of which he says there is 
not any that does not prescribe this breaking of bread, the 
Greeks into four parts, the Latins into three, and the Mosara- 
bic Liturgy into nine parts. Which is also noted by Mabillon®2, 


#4 Hist. Sacrament. (p. go.) De 
Fractione Symbolici Panis. 

2 L.s.c. 2. (P. 397. 2.) Quando 
mixtus calix et factus [al. fractus] 
panis percipit verbum Dei, fit 
eucharistia inis ac corporis 
Christi. [In the Greek yeyovas 
dpros, whence factus is the better 
sar See Grischov. in loc. Ep.] 

26 Eccles. Hierarch. c. 3. Lande 3- 

-) Toy 
v 


D. 12. p. 299. (t. 1. p. 196 
ai éyrexahuppevoy cal dd 
y dvaxadvwas, al eis moANa dte- 


Ady, xal rd dvatoy rod srornpiou Tract 
raraueploas, cupSortas Thy évéryra 
wAnOuver kai dvarvduet, ravayerrarny 
éy rovros lepoupyiay teddy. 
a7 Ep. Paschal. 1. See before, 
b. 13. ch. 2. 8. 4. V. 4. p. 318. n. gr. 
In Ioan. 1. 14. [Ita allegat 
Binghamus. Hospinianus habet, 
1. 4. c. 14. Utraque allegatio falsa. 
Grischov.'|—([ After devoting several 
hours to this citation, I find no clue 
to its correction. In 1. 4. c. 2., on 
ch. 6. v. 54., our Lord’s act of 
breaking the bread is mentioned by 


pe be citing Matth. 26, 26. (t. 4. p. 
ge e.)...Asaxrdoas rdy dprov édi- 
, Kr. A. Ep.) 


29 Hom. 24. in 1 Cor. 533. (t. to. 
p- 213 c.) Ash ri 8€ wpoceOnxey, “Ov 
KA@pev; rovro yap él pe evyapt- 
orlas édorw ideiy yudpevov. "Em de 
Tov oravupou ovxéri, GAAG Kai rovvay- 


ép- 

wANoT. 
*0 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. ¢. 15. n. 3. 
(p. 315.) Hujus fractionis tanquam 
in ecclesia semper et ubique a tem- 


poribus Apostolorum usitate men- 

tionem faciunt sancti patres, et alii 

ecclesiastici scriptores. Clemens A- 

lexandrinus, Lib. 1. Stromat.: Cum 

eucharistiam, ut mos est, dtviserint, 
ew 


permittunt ova, ed 7 us 
partem sumere. Dionys. c. 3. Ee. 
cles. s. 13. Pontifex, &c. (See n. 26, 
above.) Gregorius Nasianzenus, E- 
pist. 240. ad Amphilochium: O Dei 
cultor sanctissime, &c. (See n. 31, 
below.) ... Omitto alios innumeros, 
preesertim recentiores. Liturgize 
woque, queecunque exstant, hance 
onem prescribunt, ejusque 
mysteria edisserunt sacrorum ri- 
tuum expositores, Amalarius, 1. 3. 
c. 31.; Walfridus, c. 22.; Micro- 
logus, c. 18. et 23.; Ivo Carnoten- 
sis, Tract. de Convenientia Vet. et 
Novi Sacrificii, prope finem; H 
a S. Victore, 1. 3. de Eccles. Offic. 
c. 39.; Honorius, in Gemma, 1. 1. 
c. bs. 3; Germanus, in Expositione 
Liturgise ; quibus addi possunt S. 
Thomas, a 3- queest. 83. art. 5., 
Ernulfus Roffensis episcopus, Epist. 
2. t. 3. Spicilegit asi 2., et alii 
passim. Latini dividunt in tres par- 
tes, Greci et reliqui Orientales in 
quatuor, Mozarabes in novem. 


$2 De Liturg. 
n. 11, (p. 12.) Sub hee frangit hos- 
tiam in novem particulas, que his 
nominibus designantur, corporatio, 
nativitas, circumcisio. retto, pas- 
sio, mors, resurrectto, glorta, regnum. 
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who adds, ‘that these nine parts in that Liturgy are charac- 
terized by so many several names, viz. Incarnation, Nativity, 
Circumcision, Epiphany or Manifestation, Passion, Death, 
Resurrection, Glory, and Kingdom.’ Which is a little devia- 
tion from the simplicity of the ancient Church, yet not so cul- 
pable as the practice of the present Roman Church; where, 
instead of breaking bread for the communicants to partake of 
it, they only break a single wafer into three parts, of which no 
one partakes, only to retain a shadow of the ancient custom. 
Bona indeed calls this ‘ breaking of bread according to Christ’s 
institution,’ or ‘rather breaking of Christ’s body under the spe- 
cies of bread,’ when yet, according to their doctrine, Christ’s 
body is not broken, neither is it bread, but the species of bread, 
nor common bread, but a wafer, whereof the species is only 
broken, not the substance, and that not for communicating, but 
a show, to make men believe they are retainers of an ancient 
custom. The first disputers against the Reformation are more 
ingenuous. They freely own that the Roman Church has made 
an alteration®®, only they say she had good reasons for it, lest, 
in breaking the bread, some danger might happen, and some 
crumbs or particles of it perish; and then again, because the 
Pope has power to alter any thing relating to the sacrament, 
according to the exigency of time and place, if it only concerns 
the ornament or accidentals of it. As if Christ himself could 
not have foreseen any dangers that might happen, or given as 
prudent orders as the Pope concerning his own institution! But 
it is sufficient to have observed this variation of the Church of 
Rome, though in a smaller matter from the primitive practice, 
together with their reasons for such a change; of which the 
reader may see more in Chamier>4 or Bp. Jewel®>, who have 
more particularly canvassed and examined all the pleas that 
are offered on the other side by the advocates of that Church 
for this and many other alterations. 


$3 Salmero, Tract. 30. in Act. ap. Caristi de custodia profundiors por- 
Chamier. de Eucharist. 1.7. c. 11. rigimus,...ne per suspiria, aut au- 
n. 26. (t. 4. p. 382c.) Christus ram, aut alia tmpedimenta commu- 
m unum calicem com- xicantium, contingat de patina ex- 
munem omnibus tradidtt ad biben-  cidere. 
dum ....tta tn una patina panemin 5 Seen. 21, preceding. 
duodecim bucellas fractum manibus  %5 Reply to Harding. See the 
suis déepensavit..... Nos vero corpus last member of the same. 
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I now go on with the primitive account, which leads us next 
to consider the communicants themselves, who were allowed to 
receive this sacrament, and the manner of communicating and 
receiving it. 


CHAP. IV. 


Of communicants, or persons who were allowed to receive this 
sacrament, and the manner of receiving tt. 

1. Now that we are come to the act of communicating, Allpersons, 
we must first consider what persons were allowed, or rather jg? 
obliged, to receive this holy sacrament, and then after what and peni- 
manner they received it. obli pea 

For the first, we are to remember, what has been often recare the 
observed before, that as soon as the service of the catechumens 
was ended, a deacon was used to call upon all catechumens and 
those that were under penance to withdraw; and admonish all 
others to stay at the prayers of the faithful, and make their 
oblation, and receive the communion. Whence it is evident, 
that the most ancient and primitive custom was for all that 
were allowed to stay and communicate in prayers, to com- 
municate in the participation of the eucharist also, except only 
the last class of penitents, who were admitted to hear the 
prayers, but not to make their oblation, nor receive the com- 
munion; whence they had the name of consistentes, co-standers, 
because they might stay to communicate in the prayers, but 
still 8{ya mpoopopas, without the oblation, as the ancient canons 
word it. These only excepted, all other baptized persons were 
not only permitted, but by the rules of the Church obliged to 
communicate in the eucharist, under pain of ecclesiastical 
censure. 

The most ancient canons are very express to this purpose. 

Among those called the Apostolical Canons there is one®® runs 
in these words: ‘ All such of the faithful as come to church, 


36 C, eye bb. 9.] (Cotel. [c.7.] _xp7.—See also c. 8., for the clergy, 
v.1. p. 438.) Idvras rots elovdvras tel. [c. 6.] ibid.) El ris énioxonos, 
morous els rv ayiay row Ccod éxeAn- mpeaBurepos, ) Suaxovos, dx rov 
olay, kai raw lepay Tpapép a dxovovras, Karahéyov Tou leparixov, mpoocepas 
BT Tapapévoyras d¢ ] mpooeuxy Kail yevopéyns, pt) peraddBSot, riy airiay 
™] Gyig peradinper, os dy drafiay eledre’ cal day eDdoyos 3, ovyyvdoun 

¢umrovouvras th éxxdAnoig, apopi{erOar ruyyxavere’ ef 8¢ py A€y7, idomticbw. 
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and hear the Scriptures read, but stay not to the prayers, and 
partake of the holy communion, ought to be suspended as 
authors of disorder in the church.’ Which the Counal of 
Antioch 97 repeats with a little enlargement: ‘ All such as 
come into the church of God, and hear the holy Scriptures 
read, but do not communicate with the people in prayer, and 
refuse to partake of the eucharist, which is a disorderly prac- 
tice, ought to be cast out of the Church, till they confess their 
fault, and bring forth fruits of repentance; when if they ask 
pardon they may obtain it.’ Martin Bracarensis puts this 
canon into his Collection 3° for the use of the Spanish Church. 
And Gratian ®9 alleges a decree of Pope Anacletus, which 
orders ‘ all to communicate when the consecration was ended, 
if they would not be cast out of the Church: for so the 
Apostles appointed, and the holy Roman Church observed 
that order.’ Which though it be a supposititious decree, yet 
it is made in conformity to the ancient discipline, and shows 
the practice that was then prevailing even in the Roman 
Church. 

2. In St. Chrysostom’s time some began to desire they 
might have liberty to stay during the performance of the 


frst whole office, and yet not be obliged to communicate. They 


were not willing to be accounted penitents, and be driven out 
with them; and yet they would not be communicants, and 
orderly partake with the Church. Against these St. Chry- 
sostom ‘° inveighs, after his usual manner, with a great deal of 


87 C. 2. (t. 2. p. 561 d.) Ideras dum de ecclesia Catholica esse de- 
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rovs elovdvras els ie éxxAnoiay rob 
Gcod xal rev lepov Tpahey dxovov- 
Tas, px Kowovoivras 3¢ ev ns dua rp 
hag, droorpeopivove re werd 
y Ths evxaptorias xard Tiva ara- 
lay’ rovrovs drroB\jrous yivecOu 
Tis ans éws ay éLopodoynod- 
pevor cal deifavres xaprrovs peravolas, 
cal ols eel ruxeiy Surnddcr 


is C. "18. (al. 83.] (t. 5... 914d.) 
Si quis intrat ecclesiam Dei et sa- 
cras Scripturas [non] audit, et pro 
luxuria sua avertat se a communione 
sacramenti et in observandis myste- 
riis declinat constitutam 


discipline: istum talem projicien- 


cernimus; donec posnitentiam agat, 
et ostendat fructum poenitentiz sue, 
ut possit communionem, percepta 
indul entia, promereri. 
e Consecrat. distinct. 2. c. 10. 

(t. 1. p. 1917. 24.) Peracta conse- 
cratione omnes communicent, qui 
noluerint ecclesiasticis carere limi- 
nibus. Sic enim et Apostoli sta- 
tuerunt, et sancta Romana tenet 
ecclesia. 

4 Hom. 3: in Eph. p. 1051. (t. 11. 
p. 23 a.) Odn ef ris Ovglas 
oude THs peradnypews; ; obKoby aude rae 
evyns. "Axovers €orm@ros Tov KNpvKos, 


lam ral Aeyovros, © Ogos dy peravoig, awréh- 


Gere wavres. “Ocot pr) pereyouow, ev 
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eloquence, and becoming sharpness. ‘Are you unworthy of 
the sacrifice, and unfit to partake of it! (for that was their 
plea :) ‘neither then are you worthy of the prayers. Do you 
not hear the Church’s herald standing and proclaiming, All ye 
that are penitents, withdraw? All they that do not commu- 
nicate, are penitents. If thou art of the number of the peni- 
tents, thou mayest not partake. For he that is not a partaker 
is @ penitent. Why does he say, All ye that cannot pray, be- 
gone? and why do you impudently stay? You are not one of 
those, you will say, but of those that may partake. Consider, 
I pray, and seriously weigh the matter. The royal table is 
prepared, the angels stand ministering by, the Lord himself is 
present, and do you stand yawning as an idle spectator only? 
Your garments are defiled, and are you under no concern? 
Yea, but, say you, they are clean. Then sit down, and par- 
take. The king comes daily to see the guests, and discourses 
with them all: and now he says in your consciences, Friends, 
how came you to stand here, not having a wedding garment? 
He said not, Why art thou set down! But before he was set 


peravoig civiy’ el rev ev peravoig el, 
peracxeiy ouK opeiras’ S yap rr) 
peréyov, ray ev petavolg éari. Tivos 
oly evexey eye, ‘AmedGere ol py 
durdpevar 8 Sivas ov de éornkas 
lrapaos ; GAN’ oun el rovrey, ada 
roy Suvapévory peréxety, Kai ovdey 
Ppovrifes, ovdey ny7 Td mpaypa; x6- 
Web, mapaxaho Tpare{a mapeore Ba- 
ouixh, dyyehor d:axovoupevos TH] Tpa- 
we{n, avros mdpecry é Baothevs, car 
av éorykas Yaoumpevos; pumapd got 
ra ipdrca, cat oudeis got Adyos; 3 a\Aa 
kadapa ¢ori oUKoUY avdmecoy kal 
pérexe. "Epxerar xa’ éxdorny ideiv 
Tous _dvaxeipevous, Taos diadeyerat 
kal voy ey Te ovveddri épei, Eraipor, 
was éornxare — ph Exovres drdupa 
3 OUK é le, Ata ri dverreces, 

ha mpo THs all rags cal rhs 
eloddov avdgvoy avrdy elvar gyoiv’ 
ov yap elre, Aca ri xaterniOns ; 
adda, Ti cio dOes 5 Tadra «al voy 
mpos Grayras npas Bcadéyerat, rovs 
oe nai lrapas doréras’ as 
ye 6 fw) peter: Tay pvotnpioy, 
$ Kai (rap@s €oTnxds. Aud 
rovro mpérepos exBdAovra ol éy a- 
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paprhuact’ xabdrep yap ént Tpame( s, 
mwapayevomevou Tov Acondrov, ov et 
Tous mpooexpoukdras Tey olxeray 
mrapelvat, GAX’ exrrodwy yivovrat’ ouT@ 
87 kai évravda, éxcpepopewns Ths Ov- 
gias, xal rov Xpiorov reGupevov, xal 
Tov MpoBarov rov Acorrorixou, Gray 
dxovons, Aen Oaper mayres Koy" 
Gray iys dveAxdpeva ra ducbibupa: 
rére véuiooy SragréAdeo Ga roy ovupa- 
voy dvwbev, cai rariévat Tous dyyédovs. 
“Gorep toivuy rév Guunrey oudeva 
Xpn) Wapeivat, aurws oud Téy pepuy- 
pévev xal pumapoy. Eire H96, et Tis 
els éoriaow Khnbeis ras xeipas v- 
yairo, cai karaxheGein, xal erotpos 
yévoiro mpos ry tpane{ay, eira pi 
perexot, ovx UBpice rov eral ; 
ov Bedrioy Tov TowovToy pnde wa 
yevér Oa ; ovr 31) kai ov apayéyon 
vas. Tov vpvoy noas pera mdyroy' 
dpoddynoas elvat trav dflov ro ju) 
pera Tay dvaficv dvaxexwpnxevat’ 
TOS epetvas, xat ov perexers THs Tpa- 
melas ; “Avdgids elt, gyoiv" ovkoiy 
kal THs Kowovias éxeivns THS €v rais 
evxais. 
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down, before he was entered, he pronounced him unworthy. 
For he said not, Why art thou set down? but, Why camest 
thou in hither? The same now he says to every one of us 
that stand here with an impudent boldness. For every one 
that does not partake is shameless and impudent. They that 
are in sin are for this reason first cast out. As therefore none 
of those who are not initiated ought to be present; so neither 
any of those who are initiated, if they be defiled. Tell me, if 
any one that is invited to a feast washes his hands, and sits 
down, and is ready for the table, and yet after all eats not, 
does he not affront him that invited him? Were it not better 
that such a man should not be present? Likewise thou art 
present, thou hast sung the hymn, and made profession with 
the rest that thou art one of those that art worthy, in that 
thou didst not depart with the unworthy. How is it that thou 
remainest, and yet dost not partake at the table? Thou sayest, 
Iam unworthy. Thou art then unworthy also of the com- 
munion of prayers.’ 

I have transcribed this long, but elegant passage of Chry- 
sostom to show, that in his time, by the rules of the Church, 
none were allowed to refrain from partaking of the eucharist 
upon the pretence of unworthiness, who.were not deemed un- 
worthy to be present at the prayers also. 

But in the very next age this discipline was a little relaxed, 
and men who would not communicate were not only permitted, 
but enjoined to stay during the whole service, till after the 
Lord’s Prayer and the bishop’s benediction; which, as has 
been showed in the twenty-ninth section of the last chapter, 
was not till the whole consecration was ended, immediately 
before the act of partaking: at which time this sort of non- 
communicants were dismissed with a solemn prayer, called the 
benediction, as appears from the Councils of Orleans and 
Agde before referred to. For the Council of Agde gives 
special order 4) ‘ that all secular men on the Lord’s-day should 
stay to hear mass, and not depart before the bishop’s benedic- 
tion.” And the Council of Orleans‘? says the same, ‘ that 


a C. 44. (al. 47. (t. 4. p. 1391 2.) oer poe non preesumat, &c. 
gas die eantnies esecularibu urelian. 1. c. 28, [al. 26.] (ibid. 
rr speciali ordine srecipuntiss p. 1408 d.) Cum ad cele panics mis- 
ita ut ante benedictionem sacerdotis sas in Dei nomine convenitur, po- 


and manner of reception. 355 


§ 2, 3. “ 


the people should not depart before the solemnity of the mass 
was ended, (that is, till the consecration prayers were com- 
pleted,) and then, if the bishop were not present, they should 
receive the benediction of the priest.’ So that, what in Chry- 
sostom’s time was reckoned a crime, was presently after ac- 
counted a piece of devotion, for the people to stay and hear 
the whole solemnity of the service to the time of communi- 
cating, and then they might depart without partaking of the 
communion. Which was plainly a relaxation of the ancient 
discipline, and a deviation from the primitive practice. 

3. And this brought in another innovation along with it, hdgacceas 
that such as would not communicate might yet partake of the eungia 
eulogie, or a sort of consecrated bread distinct from the came im in- 
eucharist. The eulogie in the more ancient writers is the eucharist, 
very same with the eucharist, and used by them to signify the aie 
same thing as St. Paul means, when he says, ‘“ The cup of communi- 
blessing, sorfpiov ris evAoylas, which we bless, is it not the ™* 
communion of the blood of Christ?” (1 Cor. 10,16.) And so 
it is always used by Cyril of Alexandria and Chrysostom, as 
learned men ‘43 have observed out of many places of their 
writings. But in after-ages it was distinguished from the 
eucharist, as something that after a sort supplied the room 
of it. The Council of Nantes ++, about the year 890, ordered 
the presbyters to keep some part of the people’s oblations till 
after the service, that such as were not prepared to communi- 
cate might on every festival and Lord’s-day receive some of 
this eulogia, when blessed with a proper benediction. Some 
collectors *> of the canons ascribe this decree to Pope Pius the 


pulus non ante discedat, quam mis- eucharistia quandoque usurpatum 


se solemnitas compleatur: et ubi 
episcopus [non] fuerit, benedictio- 
nem accipiat sacerdotis. 

48 Vid. Casaudon. Exercit. 16. in 
Baron. n. 33. (pp. 370. coll. 2, seqq-) 
EvAoyia igitur est ipsum eucha- 
ristiz sacramentum, et ita postea 
heec vox est accepta, &c.—Albertin. 
de Eucharist. (p. 749. sub fin.c.2.)— 
Suicer. Thes. Eccles. voce, EvAoyia. 
n.4.1.(t.1. p.1249.) [psa sacra coena, 
&c.—And Bona himeelf owns it. 
ae Liturg. 1.1. c. 23. n.12. al. 20. 
p- 247.) Eulogiz nomen pro ipsa 


reperitur, &c. Ep.] 

4C. 9. (t.9. p. 470d.) ... Partes 
incisas habeat in vase nitido [et 
convenienti}] ut post missarum sol- 
emnia, qui communicare non fuerint 

ti [al. rati], eulogias omni die 

ominico et in diebus festis exinde 

accipiant, que cum benedictione 
priue faciat. 

45 Crabb. (t.1. p. 87.) Ps Pape 
decretum ex Codice Quinque Libro- 
rum, libro 2. cap. 117. de Oblations- 
bus Populorum.—Ut de oblationibus, 
que offeruntur a populo, et conse- 


Aaa 
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Martyr, who lived in the second century: but Bona‘® in- 
genuously owns that to be a forgery, and says further, that 
the men who father this decree upon him considered not that 
in his time there was no such thing as this kind of eulogia in 
the Church, about which Tertullian, Cyprian, and all their 
contemporaries are altogether silent; because in those days all 
that were present at the sacrifice were wont to communicate : 
but these eulogie were invented in after-ages for those who 
could not or would not be partakers of the holy mysteries. 
This is an ingenuous confession of that learned writer, who, 
where the cause of his Church is not deeply concerned, com- 
monly speaks his mind with a great deal of freedom, and uses 
a just liberty in taxing the innovations of the monks and 
schoolmen. 
Thecor- 4. But in the business of private or solitary mass, where the 
vclrafeana credit and interest of the Roman Church is more immediately 
solitary concerned, he acts a little more like an artist, and labours to 
known to Palliate what he cannot either heartily or solidly defend. That 
former _—_ we call solitary mass where the priest receives alone without 
iii any other communicants, and sometimes says the office alone 
without any assistants: such are all those private and solitary 
masses in the Roman Church, which are said at their private 
altars in the corners of their churches, without the presence of 
any but the priest alone, and all those public masses, where 
none but the priest receives, though there be many spectators 
of the action. As there is no agreement of either of these with 
the institution of Christ, but a direct opposition to it: for that 
was designed to be a communion among many; ‘ We being 
many are one bread and one body ; for we are all partakers of 
that one bread.” [1 Cor. 10, 17.]—-Which is impossible where 
there are no communicants: so there is not the least footstep 
of any such practice in the primitive Church. 
Bellarmin‘’ offers faintly some poor conjectures about it, 


crationibus, que supersunt, vel de tyri et Pontifici Pio perperam tri- 
panibus, quos deferunt fideles ad buunt, &c. 
ecclesiam, vel certe de suis, pres- 47 De Missa, l. 2. c. 9. p. 821. 


byter convenienter incisas (t. 3. p. 903 d.) Etiamsi nusquam 
habeat, &c. See the preceding expresse legamus, a veteribus obla- 
note. tum sacrificium sine communione 


4 Rer. Liturg. 1.1. c.23. 0.12. alicujus, vel aliquorum, preter ipaum 
al. 20. (p. 247.) Quod decretum qui- sacerdotem; tamen id possumus ex 
dem canonum collectores S. Mar- conjecturis facile colligere. Prima 
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whilst he fairly owns, that there is no express testimony to be 
found among the Ancients, that they ever offered the sacrifice 
without the communion of one or more persons beside the 
priest. All his conjectures are mere trifles, and the first of 
them directly against himself. For he would have his reader 
conjecture from the Council of Nantes cited by Ivo+®, that the 
Ancients allowed of solitary mass by the priest alone, because 
that Council takes occasion to mention the practice only to for- 
bid and censure it. Which it does in very severe terms, which 
it will not be amiss here to transcribe, to show what opposition 
the corruption met with as soon as it began to appear among 
the monks, who were the first inventors of it. ‘The holy 
council,’ say they, ‘ gives strict order, that no presbyter shall 
presume to celebrate mass by himself alone. For to whom 
shall he say, Zhe Lord be with you! or Lift up your hearts ! 
or Let us give thanks to our Lord God! when there is none 
to answer him? or how shall he say those words in the canon 
itself, All that are here present, when there is no one present 
with him? Or whom does he invite to pray, when he says, Let 
us pray ! when there is no one to pray with him? Therefore 
he must either pass over these things in silence: and so not 
only make the sacrifice imperfect and incur that terrible sen- 
tence which says, If any one shall take away from this, God 
shall take away his part out of the book of life: or else if he 
mutters these things to the bare stones and walls, it will be 
ridiculous. Therefore this dangerous superstition is by all 
means to be exterminated, especially out of the monasteries of 
the monks, And let all prelates take care that the presbyters 
in convents and other churches have always some fellow- 
workers or attendants in the celebration of mass.’ 

One must needs conclude, that Bellarmin was driven to very 


conjectura ex Concilio Nannetensi, 
(c. 30.) quod citatur ab Ivone in De- 
cret. (pt. 3. c.70.), ubi jubentur pres- 
1 non celebrare soli missam, 
nisi habeant saltem unum secum, 
qui respondeat. Ex quo intelligi- 
mus, quosdam plane solos celebrare 
solitos misese sacrificium : et proinde 
sine communicantibus. 
48 Part. 3. c. 70. (ap. Bonam, Rer. 
Liturg. lib. 1. cap. 13. n. 5. p. 204.) 


Definivit sanctum Concilium, ut 
Dullus presbyter solus preesumat 
missam celebrare. Cui enim dicet, 
Dominus vobiscum, Sursum corda ! 
aut Gratias agamus : 
nostro! cum nullus sit qui respon- 
deat? Si hee muris et parietibus 
insusurraverit, ridiculosum_ rit. 
Quapropter illa periculosa super- 
stitio maxime a monasterius mona- 
chorum exterminanda est, &c. 
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hard shifts in defence of a desperate cause, when he was forced 
to allege this canon as a proof of the practice of solitary mass 
among the Ancients, which does not so much as prove it to be 
a lawful practice among the Moderns, but is such a flaming 
evidence against it, as a novelty that makes nonsense of all 
their service, and makes them speak to the walls, and is by all 
means to be exterminated out of the monasteries, where it first 
began, as a dangerous and ridiculous superstition. 

Cardinal Bona is not much happier than Bellarmin in his 
management of this point. For in one chapter ‘9 he undertakes 
to prove solitary mass a novelty, unknown to the ancient Church, 
and against the very tenour of the present Roman canon : and in 
the next chapter he pretends to prove that private mass, with- 
out communicants or assistants, is a very ancient and laudable 
practice. First, he tells us that the very tenour of the mass 
and the practice of the ancient Church evince, that the sacrifice 
was originally instituted principally to be publicly and solemnly 
performed by the clergy and people standing, offering and 
communicating together. For all the prayers; and the very 
words of the canon are spoken in the plural number, as in the 
name of many. Hence it is that the priest, inviting the people 
to pray, says, Let us pray ! And when he salutes them, he says, 
The Lord be with you! And then the people being admonished 


serimus : nobis peccatoribus ; 
et alia a pa i multa. Ex quibus 
liquet, nihil aliud esse miseam, quam 
sacerdotis et totius coetus actionem, 


49 Rer, Liturg.1. 1. c. 13. n. 2. (p. 
203.) Et quidem ab initio sic sacrif- 
cium popped institutum fuisse, 
ut publice ac solemniter fieret, clero 


et populo adstante, offerente ac com- 
municante, ipse tenor missz et vete- 
ris ecclesize praxis evincunt. Omnes 
enim orationes, atque ipsa canonis 
verba in plurali numero, tanquam 
plurium nomine, proferuntur. Hinc 
sacerdos populum invitat ad oratio- 
nem, dicens, Oremus / et cum eun- 
dem salutat, ait, Dominus vobiscum ! 
Tum moniti fideles, ut corda erigant 
ad Deum ; respondent, Habemus ad 
Doméinum ! Hinc etiam in canone col- 
lectee plebis nomine semper orat, ut 
cum dicit, Supplices rogamus et pe- 
timus: hanc oblationem cuncte fa- 
mila tue offerimus preclare Ma- 
jestati tue: ut quot ex hac al- 
taris partécipatione sacrosanctum 
Filit tut corpus et sanguinem sump- 


cui plures circumstetisse indicant 
illa verba, Et omnium circumstan- 


tam, tibi fides cognita est et 
nota tio, ae alio detorqueri non 
possunt. Ad communionem vero 


adstantium ea spectant, quibus sa- 
cerdos Deum precatur, fieri corpus 
et sanguinem Domini omnibus su- 
mentibus in vitam eternam. 

poet comimunionem ait, Quod ore 
sumpsimus, a mente capiamus: 
satiasti ‘familiam tuam museribus 
sacris : suntque fere omnes ejusdem 
tenoris orationes, quz peracta com- 
munione recitantur; quia nimirum 
ili duntaxat intererant missx, qui 
possent offerre et de sacramento 


participare. 
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to lift up their hearts unto God, answer, We lift them up unto 
the Lord! Hence it is, that in the very canon he always prays 
in the name of the people gathered together, of which giving 
several instances, he infers that from thence it is clear that the 
mass is nothing else but the action of the priest and whole con- 


gregation; which he says is proved further from those words 


of the prayer, Omnium circumstantium, §c., All that stand 
here, whose faith and devotion is known to thee: which cannot 
be wrested to any other sense. And that all that were present 
did communicate, he says appears from those words of the 
priest, when he prays, that the body and blood of Christ 
may be to eternal life to all that receive. And after the com- 
munion, he says, What we have received with our mouths, let 
us receive with a pure mind: and, Thou hast filled thy gifts: 
and almost all the prayers which are said after communicating 
are of the same tenour, because no others could be present but 
such as could offer and partake of the sacrament. Which he 
proves®° from Cyprian and Pope Leo, and the Apostolical 
Canons, and the Council of Antioch. To these he adds*! the 


50 (Ibid. (p. 203.) Cyprianus, Serm. 
de Lapsis, et Papa, Serm. 4. de 
Quadrag., populi communicantis 
mentionem faciunt: et Can. 10. 
A 1. ac 2 Concilii Antiocheni 
sub Julio I. decernitur, ut omnes 
fideles, qui ad ecclesiam conveniunt, 
communicent; recusantes ab ec- 
clesia rejiciantur et excommunicen- 


tur.—Sciendum est, inquit Micro- 


logus, c. 51., quod soli communi- 
cantes divinis mysteriis interesse 
consueverunt, unde et ante oblatio- 
nem juxta canones jubebantur exire 
catechumeni et poenitentes, videlicet 
qui nondum se paraverant ad com- 
municandum. Hoc quoque ipsa 
sacramentorum innuit coniectio, in 
qua sacerdos non pro sola sua obla- 
tione et communicatione, sed et 
aliorum, rogat, et maxime in ora- 
tione post communionem pro solis 
communicantibus orare videtur. Nec 
proprie communio dici potest, nisi 
plures de eodem sacrificio participent. 

51 Tbid. n. 4. 4. 204.) Odo Came- 
racensis in Expositione Canonis ad 
illa verba, Et omnium circumstantium, 
Cum primitus, inquit, misse sine col- 


lecta non fierent, postea mos tnolevit 
ecclesia solttarias, et mazxime in ca- 
nobits, | missas. Et cum non 
habeant, quam pluralkter collectam 
salutent, nec plurales mutare possint 
salutationes, convertunt se eccle- 
siam dicentes, se ecclesiam in ecclesia 
salutare. Et, paucis interjectis, Se- 
cundum quem sensum in hoc loco cir- 
cumstantes acctpiuntur omnes ubique 
fideles, qui in unitate totius corporis 
et sibi adherent invicem et summo 

iti. Consonat Stephanus Edu- 
ensis ita scribens, L. de Sacram. Al- 
taris, c. 13.: Sciendum est, quod, s 
unus tantum sit presens, [vel] nulls 
sint presentes, uf in missis solttarits, 
non ideo mutantur, que pluraliter 
solent $ orationes. Primo enim 
misse non solebant celebrari sine col- 
lecta fidelium multitudine. Postea 
mos tnolevit, solitarios sicut monachos 
celebrare solitarias, quod ets con- 
cessum est exindulgentia. Inde etiam 
seculares consueverunt missas can- 
tare privatas. Tunc fiunt saluta- 
tiones ad omnes fideles, qué assistunt 
quasi presentes, fide et caritate sa- 
cramentis communicantes. 
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testimonies of Micrologus [anno 1080}, and Odo Cameracensis 
(anno 1105], and Stephanus Eduensis [anno 1113], concerning 
the same practice of the primitive Church, which they own was 
different from that of their own time, when solitary mass was 
brought in by the monks. Nay, he adds*, that solitary mass 
was forbidden by several Councils and canons expressly, when 
it began to appear. Among which he relates the forementioned ~ 
canon of the Council of Nantes and the Council of Mentz under 
Leo III, can. 43; and the Capitular of the Kings of France, 
collected by Benedictus Levita, lib. 5. cap.93; and the Capi- 
tular of Theodulphus Aurelianensis, cap. 7; and the Synodical 
Epistle of Ratherius Veronensis, published by Dacherius, 
Spicileg. tom. 2 5°; and the Synod of Paris under Gregory IV, 
anno 829; which is most remarkable, because it shows us both 
the original and the grounds and motives that introduced this 
corruption. ‘A very culpable custom,’ say they >*, is crept in, 
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§2 Ibid. n. s. (p. 204.) Concilium 
Moguntinum sub Leone III., c. 43., 
ait, Nullus presbyter, ut nobis videtur, 
solus missam cantare valet recte. 
Quomodo enim dicet, Dominus vobis- 
cum! vel sursum corda admonetit 
habere, et alia multa his similia, quum 
alius nemo cum eo sit? Quse verba 
transtulit in Capitulare Regum Fran- 
ciz Benedictus Levita (lib. 4. cap. 
93-), et Synodus Parisiensis sub 
Gregorio IV. (lib. 1. cap. 48.) Ir- 
repsit, Sc..... Exatat et decretum 
Concilii Nannetensis idem vetans 
apud Ivonem, (part. 3. ¢. 70.,) De- 
frrivit sanctum Concilium, &c. Si- 
militer Theodulfus Aurelianensis 
episcopus in suo Capitulari ad Cle- 
rum, (c. 7.) ait, Sacerdos missam 
solus nequaquam celebret. Esse enim 
debent, qui et circumstent, quos ille 
salutet, a quibus ei re atur, et 
ad memoriam illi reducendum est illud 
Dominicum, Ubicumque fuerint duo 
vel tres in nomine meo egati, et 
ego sum in medio eorum. herius 
item Veronensis Episcopus, editus a 
Luca Dacherio (tom. 2. Spicilegii), 
in Epistola Synodica ad Presbyteros, 
Nulius solus myssam cantet. Grs- 


schov. 
53 [ According to the original edi- 
tion, but I cannot find it in De la 


Barre’s new edition, Paris, 1723; 4 
tom. fol. See Fulcuinus de Gestis 
Abbatum Lobiensium, c. 24. (D’A- 
cher. t. 1. p. 737.) where Ratherius 
ie mentioned and hie Epistole Syn- 
odice also. Ep.| 

54 C. Paris. 1. 1. c. 48. (ap. Labb. 
C. Paris. 6. t. 1: p. 1628 e.) Irrepsit 
in plerisgue locis, partim incuria 
partim avaritia, mat ensibilis usus 
et congrua emendatione dignus, eo 
quod nonnulli presbyterorum sine 
ministris missarum solemnia fre- 
quentent..... Unde conveniendus, 
immo interrogandus nobis videtur 
hujusmodi corporis et sanguinis Do- 
mini solitarius consectator, quibus 
dicit, Dominus vobiscum / et a quo 
illi respondetur, Et cum — tuo / 
vel pro quibus supplicando Domino 
inter cetera, Memento, ine, ef 
omnium circumstantium / cam nul- 
lus circumstet, dicit? Qu consue- 
tudo, quia apostolicze et ecclesiasticee 
auctoritati refragatur, et tanto mys- 
terio quandam dehonorationem ir- 
rogare videtur, omnibus nobis in 
commune visum est, ut deinceps 
eae usus inhibeatur, pro- 
videatque unusquisque episcoporum, 
ne in sua parochia quisquam pres- 
byterorum missam solus celebrare 
presumat. 
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in many places, partly by negligence, and partly by covetous- 
ness, which ought by all means to be reformed, that some 
presbyters celebrate mass without any attendants. Whence it 
is proper to convene and ask every such busy consecrator of 
the body and blood of the Lord to whom he uses those words, 
The Lord be with you ? and who answers him, And with thy 
spirit? or for whom he supplicates the Lord, when he says 
among other things, Remember those that stand about me ! 
when there are none standing about him? Which custom 
therefore being contrary to apostolical and ecclesiastical au- 
thority, and bringing a reproach upon so great a mystery, 
it seems good to us all in common to inhibit it for the future ; 
and that every bishop take care, that no presbyter within his 
diocese shall presume to celebrate mass by himself alone.’ 
Bona owns that all these Councils prohibited solitary mass 
upon this ground, that it made all such expressions as those, 
The Lord be with you! and, Lift up your hearts! &c., to be 
nonsense and absurd. And he adds some canons out of Gra- 
tian*4 under the name of Pope Soter and Anacletus, which 
ordain that no presbyter should presume to celebrate mass, 
except there be at least two present beside himself. Upon 
which he takes occasion to make this just reflection °5, that 
these could not be the decrees of those ancient bishops, because 
solitary mass was a thing never heard of in their age, and he 
could not think they would make laws to take away an abuse 
which crept not in till some ages after among the monks. 
Would it not now perfectly amaze a man after all this, to 
hear the same author declare in the very first words of his next 
chapter, that the laudable custom of private mass, without any 
communicants, or the presence of any but one priest, was 
always the practice of the Church? And that the heretics who 
hate liturgy (so he wrongfully slanders the Protestants**) could 


54 De Consecrat. distinct. 1. c. 61. 
ap. Bonam, ibid. n. 6. (p. 204.) Hoc 
uoque statutum est, Ut nullus pres- 
terorum, &c. Ab ahis tribuitur 
Anacleto, in cujus Ep. 1. leguntur 
hee verba: Sacerdotes, quando Do- 
mino sacrificant, non sols hoc agere 
debent, sed testes secum adhibeant, 
ut Domino perfecte in sacratis Deo 
sacrificare locts probentur. 


55 Ibid. (p. 205.) Neutri conve- 
nire certissimum est; nihil enim 
magis alienum a praxi et spiritu il- 
lius szculi, quam solitarie miss 
celebratio, nec puto voluisse sanctos 
illos pontifices edita lege abusum 
tollere, qui non nisi post aliquot sz- 
cula inter monachos irrepsit. 

66 Ibid. c. 14. n. 1. (p. 205.) Sem- 
per viguit in ecclesia private: misse, 
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never demonstrate that it was prohibited ; when he himself has 
so fully demonstrated it to their hands? But now he will 
undertake to demonstrate on the contrary, that private mass, 
in whatever sense we take it, was always lawful and in use, 
from the most approved testimonies and examples of the primi- 
tive Fathers. And yet when he comes to the proof, he offers 
not so much as one instance of that sort of private mass, where 
the priest ministers alone without the presence of the people, 
which is called solitary mass, though he approves of it; nor 
says he any thing material for that sort of private mass where 
the priest partakes without any other communicants, though 
in the presence of all the people; but only urges a mistaken 
passage of Chrysostom 57, urged before by Bellarmin and 
Harding, and answered by Chamier, where he says, ‘ In vain 
do we stand at the altar, in vain is the daily sacrifice offered, 
there is no one that communicates.’ As if Chrysostom had 
neither presbyter, nor deacon, nor any of the people to com- 
municate with him above once a year in the great churches of 
Antioch or Constantinople, because many were so negligent as 
not to communicate oftener; whom he justly reproves in an 
hyperbolical way of speaking, which does not mean that he 
communicated by himself alone, but that many were guilty of 
a gross neglect, whilst others, as Chrysostom himself says, 
were more assiduous and zealous. And yet this is one of the 
best proofs Bona can give after all his boasts of demonstration, 
which shows that he was as hard put to it to defend an inde- 
fensible cause, as Pope Innocent III. was, when *', to answer 
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uno saltem presente et ministrante, 
laudabilis consuetudo, quam heere- 
tici misoliturgi aliquando prohibitam 
fuisse nunquam poterunt demon- 
strare. Sive enim dicatur privata, 
....ex eo quod solus sacerdos in ea 
communicet ; [sive quia vel unus 
duntaxat vel pauci ei intersint, | sive 
alia qecondue ex causa: semper 
eam licitam, sermperque in usu fu- 
isse, probatissimis veterum patrum 
testimoniis et exemplis demonstrabo. 

57 Hom. 3. in Eph. (t. 11. p. 33a.) 
.. «+ Elen Ovola xabnpepi, ely sra- 
perrnxaper rao Ovorarrnpig, ovdeis 6 
peréxov. 

58 De Officio Misse, 1. 2. c. 25. 


ap. Juel. art. 1. (p. 51.) Pope Inno- 
centius hath yet another fetch, &c. 
[Oper. Innocent. (t. 1. p. 344.) Sta- 
tutum est autem in sacris cavoni- 
bus, ut nullus presbyterorum mis- 
sarum solemnia celebrare preesumat, 
nisi duobus presentibus, sibique 
respondentibus, ipse tertius habea- 
tur. Quia cum pluraliter ab eo di- 
citur, Dominus vobtscum ! et illud in 
secretis, Orate pro me! apertissime 
convenit, ut illius salutationi re- 
spondeatur a pluribus. Verum aliud 
est necessitatis articulus, et aliud 
a pai contemptus. Pie quoque 

endum east, et sacris auctoritati- 
bus cumprobatur, quod angeli Dei 
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the objection that is urged in this very argument, ‘ How the 
priest can say, Orate pro me fratres, Pray for me, brethren ! 
seeing he is alone without assistants?’ he is forced to say, 
‘that it is piously to be believed that the angels of God are 
our associates in prayer.’ Which answer does not untie the 
knot 5°, for though they are present, they are not present as 
communicants, to eat and drink with us the body and blood of 
Christ. Neither can the priest be supposed to say to the 
angels, Take, eat, this is my body! according to Christ's 
command. 

Evident therefore it is beyond all contradiction, that whether 
we consider the institution itself, or the practice of the Apo- 
stles and the primitive Church, or the tenor of all the ancient 
Liturgies, which the reader may find collected in Chamier ®, 
with the testimonies of the Fathers upon the subject ; or even 
the tenor of the Roman Mass itself; or the opposition this 
corruption met with at its first appearance; the eucharist was 
not intended as a sacrifice to be offered by a single priest in a 
corner, without communicants or assistants, or for the inten- 
tion or at the cost of some particular person paying for it; but 
for @ communion to the whole Church, as the primitive Church 
always used it; and there is not an example to be found of the 
contrary practice. 

5. But this was not the only abuse which crept into the Other cor- 
Church in later ages against the ancient way of celebrating the ™Pton® 


counte- 
holy communion. For Bona himself takes notice of two more®!, nanced in 


comites assistant orantibus, secun- simulatio quedam vere mises, sicca 
dum illud propheticum, In conspectu procul dubio et jejuna, utpote ca- 
angeloram psallam tibi,§c.Grischov.| rens non solum consecratione, sed 
Bona says, This answer of the etiam sumptione corporis Christi, 

Pope is piously meant, but not solid similis coene ligne et lapider, 
and true.—Vid. Rer. Liturg. 1.3. quam Lampridius et alii referunt 
ce. §. n. I. (p. 282.) Hoc deinde an- seepe convivis suis Heliogabalum 
tiquatum fuit, non quia celebranti exhibuisse. Invaluit tamen adeo, ut 
ease credantur i, ut pie pe aliquando viris sanctis et doctis non 
sit Innocentius III., (Lib. 2. de displicuerit. Gulielmus de Nangiaco 
ca hd Missee, c. 25.) quasi ex hoc monachus, in Libro Gestorum S. 
inferret, nunquam celebranti deesse Ludovici, narrat, religiosissimum 
adstantes, &c. em, cum e transmarinis partibus 
60 De Eucharist. l. 7. cc. 17-19. iret in Galliam, corpus Christi 
61 Rer. Liturg. 1. 1. c. 15. n. 6. im navi decentissime collocari, atque 
(p. 209.) Missa sicca ab indiscreta et bi officia divina et missam, excepto 
privata quorundam devotione duxit canone, quotidie celebrari fecisse. 
originem, cui nimium indulgentes Eandem commendat Genebrardus, 
fuerunt sacerdotes. Larva est et Libro de Liturgia Apostolica, c. 30., 
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the Roman which he censures as heartily as one could wish, though they 
ripipiclag found great encouragement in their time. They are corrup- 
— ra tions not commonly met with in other authors, and therefore I 
and those Will give the reader an account of them from him. 
called bifa- —« The one was called missa sicca, dry mass, which,’ he says, 
trifaciata, ‘took its original from the indiscreet and private devotion of 
ge. some, to which the priests were too indulgent. It is a mere 
mask and counterfeit of the true mass, properly dry and jejune, 
as wanting not only the consecration, but the participation of 
the body of Christ, like that supper of wood and stones, which, 
Lampridius and other historians tell us was exhibited by He- 
liogabalus to his guests. Yet it so prevailed, that for some 
time it was not displeasing to holy and learned men. Guliel- 
mus de Nangiaco, the monk, in his book of the Actions of St. 
Lewis, tells how that most religious king, returning from be- 
yond sea into France, had the body of Christ in the ship with 
him, and there ordered all the whole divine office and the 
mass, except the canon, to be daily celebrated. Genebrard 
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pro his, qui mane integre miess inde misse ofictum suo ordine pera- 


Interesse non possunt, pro navigan- gat. Melius est tamen alta omtttere. 
tibus, pro infirmis, et quando de- ec autem missa nautica dicitur, 
functi post 1 meridiem eepeliendi sunt, ut ait Durandus Lib. 2. de Ritibus 





pro qua re in usu fuisse suis tempo- 
ribus testatur, seque Taurini, apr 
1587, in exsequiis viri nobilis, 

vespere sepeliebatur, hujusmodi oe 
ez cum diacono et subdiacono can- 
tatz interfuisse. Modum eam cele- 
brandi sic describit Durandus in 
Rationali : (1. 4. c. 1.) Sacerdos, st ex 
devotione, non ex supersittione, velit 
totum officium misse sine sacrificio 
dicere, accipiat omnes vestes sacer- 
dotales, et missam suo ordéne celebret 
usque ad Jinem offerende, dimittens 
secreta, que ad sa jum pertinent. 
Prefationem vero dicere potest, licet 
tn eadem videantur angelt tnvocart 
ad consecrationem corporis et san- 
guinis Christi. De canone vero nthsl 
dicat, sed orattonem Dominicam non 
pretermitiat, et que shi sequuntur, 
sub silentio dicenda, non dicat: ca- 
licem vel hostiam non habeat, nec de 
his, que super calicem seu eucharis- 
tiam dicuntur vel fiunt, aliquid décat 
vel faciat. Potest etiam dicere, Pax 
Domini sit semper vobiscum ! et ex- 


Ecclesize, c. 4.,ex Libro Sacerdotali, 
quia in mari et fluminibus celebrari 
solebat, in quibus propter motum 
et agitationem fluctuum vix potest 
sacrificium offerri sine periculo effu- 
sionis. Declamant acriter adversus 
Oh PE Estius, Orat. 13. 
ica, et Laurentius Laudme- 
re 2. de Veteri Clerico et 
Monacho, ¢. c. 84., qui ambo existi- 
mant, ante Guidonem de 
Moute Rocher coepisse, a quo lau- 
datur et approbatur, +4. C7 
Manipuli Curatorum, quem scripsit 
anno 1333; sed errant; quia, ut vi- 
dimus, jam in usu erat vivente S. 
Ludovico rege, qui obiit anno 1270, 
eamgue describit Durandus, qui eo- 
dem say vd vixit, et Petrus Can- 
tor, qui 1 ruit anno 1200, ejusdem 
memuinit in Verbo Abbreviato, C. 20.5 
ubi ait, Missam siccam esse stne gru- 
tia et humore (leg. honore) confec- 
tionis eucharistia, et nihil fidelibus 


prodesse. 
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commends the same in his book of the Apostolical Liturgy, 
(c. 30.) for those that cannot be in the morning at the whole 
mass, and for those that are at sea, and for the sick, and for 
any that are buried in the afternoon; to which purpose he 
says it was used in his time, and he himself was present at 
Turi, anno 1587, at the funeral of a nobleman, who was buried 
in the evening with such a mass sung by a deacon and a sub- 
deacon. Durandus describes the manner of celebrating it in 
his Rationale, (1. 4. c. 1.) where he says, ‘The whole office 
may all be used except the canon, although in the preface the 
angels seem to be invocated to the consecration of the body 
and blood of Christ. This Durandus [or Durantus] in his book 
De Ritibua, (1. 2. ¢. 4.) says, is called the seamen’s mass, missa 
nautica, because it was used to be celebrated at sea and upon the 
rivers, where by reason of the motion and agitation of the waves 
the sacrifice could hardly be offered without danger of effusion. 
Estius declaims bitterly against it in his thirteenth Theological 
Oration, and so does Laurentius Laudmeter, 1. 2. De Vetert 
Clerico et Monacho, (c. 84.) who both think it began a little 
before the time of Guido de Monte Rocherii, who commends 
and approves it in his book called Manipulus Curatorum, 
(tract. 4. c. 7.) which he wrote anno 1333. But they were 
mistaken, because, as we have seen, it was in use in the time 
of King Lewis the Saint, who died anno 1270, and Durandus 
describes it, who lived at the same time. And Petrus Cantor, 
who flourished anno 1200, mentions it in his book called Ver- 
bum Abbreviatum, (c. 29.) where he says, Dry mass is without 
the grace and moisture of the consecrated eucharist, and profits 
the faithful nothing.’ Bona adds, ‘ that now by the provident 
care of bishops, he thinks this abuse is abrogated and destroyed 
all over the world.’ But he forgets to tell his reader one thing, 
which Durantus © tells us freely out of Navarre, that the book 
called Liber Sacerdotalis, where this missa nautica is de- 
scribed, was approved by Leo X., and that St. Antonine speaks 
of it as used at Toulouse by way of funeral office in the after- 


62 De Ritibus, 1]. 2. c. 4. n. 8. (p. 8.4. Hanc [missam nauticam] To- 
117.) Exstat Liber Sacerdotalis a Le- losa, dum post prandium defuncti 
one X., ut ait Navarrus, libro de sepulture dantur, celebrari consue- 
Oratione, Miscell. 53., probatus in tam dixi libro 1. capitulo, De Ce- 
eo, parte prima, tractat. 4. c.34,&c. meterits. 

.... Antoninus, 3 parte, tit. 13. c. 6. 
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noon. By which we may judge how great corruptions may 
creep into the Church, and then gain the approbation both of 
their popes and saints, by their own confession. And when it 
ts so, they will never want advocates to plead their cause, and 
put the face of antiquity upon them. As in this very case, 
though Bona and others censure this abuse as an innovation, 
yet Durantus derives its original from the primitive Church, 
and tells us it was practised at Alexandria in the time of 
Socrates, because, he says®, that on Wednesdays and Fridays 
they had the Scriptures read and expositions made upon them, 
and all other things belonging to religious assemblies, except 
the celebration of the mysteries: which indeed is very true ; 
but altogether foreign to his purpose, unless we shall say that 
there can be no prayers, nor sermons, nor psalmody, nor 
reading the Scriptures in the Church, but presently it must be 
called dry mags, that is, using the consecration-service without 
a consecration. 

The other corruption, which Bona censures as a detestable 
abuse, is that which they call mtssa bifaciata and trifaciata, 
which, he says, Petrus Cantor in the forementioned book 
sharply rebukes. For some priests in his time had got a trick 
of throwing many masses into one, saying the mass of the day, 
or some special mass, as far as the offertory, and then begin- 
ning another as far as the same place; and after that a third 
and a fourth in the same manner. After that they said as 
many secret prayers as they had begun masses, and then made 
one canon serve them all, adding as many collects in the end as 
they had repeated in the beginning. Petrus Cantor ascribes 
the original of this abuse to the covetousness of the priests, 
who, knowing it to be unlawful for them to celebrate more 
than once in one day, invented this grafting of many masses 
upon one stock, that by once celebrating they might satisfy the 
devotion of many together, who desired the sacrifice to be of- 
fered for them, by which means they got the pay of several 
masses for one sacrifice. These masses Petrus Cantor calls, by 
a barbarous name, bifaciatas and trifaciatas, because they 


@ L. 5. c. 22. (v. 2. p. 295. 31.) ravras éppnvevover, wavra Te Ta OUP 
Adis dé dv AdeLavdpeia, 1H Terpdd, déews yivera, dixa rhs Tey pvoTy- 
nal ry Aeyopery apaccevy, Mpapai ploy rederns. 

Te avayiyecxovrat, xal of diddaxahos 
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had a double and a triple face: which he abominates and de- 
tests, as monstrous, and contrary to the institution and custom 
of the Church. 

It is great pity we have not this book of Petrus Cantor, 
called his Verbum Abbreviatum, or Short Word, here at hand 
in some of our libraries. It is a book so rare, that I find no 
mention made of it in Dr.Cave. But Du Pin® gives a short 
account of the author. He says, ‘he was chanter of the Church 
of Paris in the beginning of the thirteenth century ; that he 
composed a book, called The Word Abridged ; a work of great 
renown among the authors of the next centuries, of which a 
part was written against the Proprietary Monks. He likewise 
wrote a Grammar for Divines, very necessary for understand- 
ing the Scriptures; a Book of Distinctions; a Treatise about 
some Miracles; three Books of the Sacraments, and divers 
Sermons, mentioned by Trithemius.’ Du Pin adds, ‘ that in their 
libraries they had his Glosses upon the Bible, and A Collection 
of Cases of Conscience :’ but none of them are printed, beside 
the Verbum Abbreviatum. Trithemius® says, he was a bishop 
afterwards, as he had heard reported, and he gives him this 
character, that he was excellently well learned in the Scrip- 
tures, and eminent in all philosophical knowledge; that he was 
rector of the Theological School of Paris for many years, where 
he trained up many eminent disciples. Were his books now to 
be seen, we might doubtless find many other such abuses of the 
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6 Bibliothéque, cent. 13. P. 54 
(Par. 1701. 8vo. v.10. p. 202.) Pierre 
Chantre ]’église de Paris, qui a fleuri 
et enseigné vers le méme tems dans 
Vuniversité de Paris, 4 composé un 
livre, intitulé Parole Abrégée, ou- 
vrage fort célébre i les auteurs 
de siécles suivans, dont on a imprimé 
une partie, écrite contre les Moines 
Propriétaires. [1 avoit aussi com- 
nose ai autre livre, intitulé la Gram- 
maire des Théologiens, trés utile 

ur intelligence de )’Ecriture : un 

ité des Distinctions: un écrit 
touchant quelques Miracles: trois 
Livres de Sacramens; et des Ser- 
mons, dont Trithéme fait mention. 
On trouve dans les bibliothéques de 
gloses de cet auteur sur les livres 


de la Bible, et une Somme de Cas 
de Conscience. 

65 De Scriptor. p. 81. (ap. Bibl. 
Eccles. Albert. Fabricii, p. 104. n. 
1519.) Petrus Cantor Parisiensis : et 

tea, ut ferunt, episcopus: vir in 
ivinis Scripturis eruditissimus, et 
in seeculari philosophia nobiliter doc- 
tus: theologice schole Parisiensis 
multis annis gloriose prefuit: et 
discipulos egregios multos erudivit. 
Scripsit etiam preclara opuscula: 
de quibus pauca ad manus nostras 
memini enisse. Volumen preno- 
tatum: Verbum Abbreviatum: Dis- 
tinctionum aliud: Grammaticum 
Theologorum: Sermones varios: De 
euibusdani Miraculis: De Sacra- 
mentis quoque. 
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monks as severely handled in them, as those which we have 
here noted out of Bona. 

Whilst I am upon this head of abuses, the reader will not be 
displeased if I note another of this kind, which Baronius him- 
self® takes notice of, out of the seventeenth Council of Toledo, 
where there is a canon to censure and correct it. Some priests 
in Spain were so corrupt, as to gratify revengeful men by say- 
ing the service of the dead for the living, for no other end but 
that they for whom the office was said might incur the danger 
of death, by having a sacrifice offered for them; and so that 
which was designed for men’s salvation was perversely abused 
at the instigation of wicked men to their destruction. Against 
such compliers with the detestable requests of wicked men, the 
Council pronounces®’ the severe sentence of deposition and ex- 
communication. We may also note another abuse, mentioned 
in the twelfth Council of Toledo®®, which was, that some priests, 
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66 An. 694. n.9g. (t. 8. p. 623 c.) 
Succisa est pariter in eodem Conci- 
lio [Tolet. 17.] abusio illa, que in 
sacrosanctum miss sacrificium ir- 
repsisset cum superstitione con- 
juncta; dum scilicet aliquis, adver- 
sus inimicum suum odio flagrans, ut 
ille quam citius ex humanis subdu- 
ceretur, pro ipso offerret vel offeren- 
dum curaret sacrificium pro defunc- 
tis offerri solitum. 

67 C. Tolet. 17. c. §. (t.6. p. 1366 
e.).... Nam missam pro requie de- 
functorum promulgatam fallaci voto 

Tro vivis student celebrare homini- 

us, non ob aliud, nisi ut is, 
quo idipsum offertur officium, fa. 
sacrificium, | ipsius sacrosancti liba- 
minis interventu, mortis ac perditio- 
nis incurrat periculum: et quod 
cunctis datum est in salutis reme- 
dium, illi hoe perverso instinctu qui- 
busdam esse expetunt in interitum. 
Obinde noatre elegit unanimitatis 
conventus, ut ai quis sacerdotum de- 
inceps talia perpetrasse fuerit detec- 
tus, a proprio deponatur gradu; et 
tam vs sacerdos, bape etiam ille, 
qui ad talia peragenda incitasse per- 
penditur, exsilii perpetui ergastulo 
religati, excepto in supremo vite cur- 
riculo, cunctis vitze suse diebus sa- 
cre communionis eis denegetur per- 


ceptio, quam Deo se crediderunt 
fraudulento delibasse studio. 

68 C. «. (ibid. p. 1230 a.) Relatum 
nobis est, quosdam de sacerdotibus, 
non tot vicibus communionis sanctee 
gratiam sumere, quot sacrificia in 
uno die videantur Deo offerre: sed 
in uno die, si plurima se Deo 
offerant sacrificia, in omnibus se ob- 
lationibus a communione [al. com- 
municando]| suspendunt, et in sola 
tantum extremi sacrificti oblatione 
communionis sancte gratiam su- 
munt: quasi non sit toties reus il- 
lius veri et singularis sacrificii, quo- 
ties participator corporis ac san- 
guinis Domini nostn Jesu Christi 
esse destiterit. Nam ecce Apostolus 
dicit, Nonne qué edunt hostias, par- 
tictpes sunt altaris? Si ergo, qui 
edunt hostias, ery sunt alta- 
ris, certum est, quod hi, qui sacrifi- 
cantes non edunt, rei sunt Dominici 
sacramenti. Quicunque ergo sacer- 
dotum deinceps divino altario sacri- 
ficium oblaturus accesserit, et se a 
communione suspenderit, ab ipsa, 
qua se indecenter privabit, gratia 
communionis, anno uno ulsum 
ge noverit. Nam quale erit illud sa- 
crificium, cui nec ipse sacrificans 
participasse cognoscitur? Ergo hoc 
modis omnibus est tenendum, ut 
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having occasion to consecrate the eucharist more than once in 
a day, would not communicate themselves every time, but only 
at the last consecration. Which was another sort of private 
mass, but as it were the reverse of that of the Romish Church. 
For as now the priest communicates without the people, (par- 
don the absurdity of the expression, when I call that communi- 
cating where there is no communion,) so then the people were 
forced to communicate without the priest: both which the 
Council thought preposterous and absurd, and therefore re- 
inforces the ancient discipline, that both priest and people 
should communicate together: which was ever the constant and 
universal practice of the whole primitive Church, to whose laws 
and rules about communicants, leaving these abuses and inno- 
vations, I now return. 

6. As all persons were obliged to receive the communion The com- 
constantly, who were within the pale of the Church in the Teeter 
largest acceptation of the word, except catechumens and ex- hereticsand 
communicate persons: so we must note, to avoid ambiguity, Gye” 
that heretics and schismatics were commonly ranked in the confession 

° . e ° and Frecon- 
same class with excommunicate persons; sometimes being for- citation. 
mally cut off from the Church by her censures, and sometimes 
voluntarily by their own separation; and therefore, till they had 
made confession and renunciation of their errors, and were re- 
conciled by imposition of hands and absolution, they were 
reckoned in the number of those to whom the communion of 
prayers and this holy sacrament was denied ; and that whether 
they had been baptized in the Church, or were baptized in 
heresy and schism. Sometimes they were allowed with all 
others to hear the Scriptures read, and the sermon preached, 
as has been shown in a former book ®; but then, when the 
service of the catechumens was over, they were obliged to de- 
part with them; the deacon’s admonition commonly running in 
these terms, as we have often heard before, ‘ Let no catechu- 
men, no penitent, no unbeliever, no heretic or heterodox per- 
son, be present at the holy mysteries!’ After what manner 
they were received and reconciled upon their confessions, be- 


quotiescunque sacrificans, corpus et participem preebeat.—Vid. Gratian. 

sanguinem JesuChristi, Domininos- de Consecrat. distinct. 3. c. 10. [al, 

tri, in altario immolat, toties percep- 11.) (t.1. p. 1917.) The same words. 

tionis corporis et sanguinis Christi se B. 13. ch. 1. 8. 2..¥.4. p. 262. 
B 
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longs to another subject; which has in some measure been 
handled already *°, and will come again under consideration 
in the next volume, when we treat of the discipline of the 
Church. At present it is sufficient to observe, that whilst they 
continued in heresy or schism, they were of the number of 
those to whom the Church refused to give the sacrament, as 
persons not being in full communion with her. 

Yet given 7. On the other hand, it is beyond dispute, that as she bap- 

alr tized infants, and gave them the unction of chrism with impo- 

dren for se- sition of hands for confirmation, so she immediately admitted 
them to a participation of the eucharist as soon. as they were 
baptized, and ever after without exception. Some evidence has 
been given of this already7}, for at least eight centuries, in 
speaking of confirmation, out of Gennadius, and Alcuin, and 
the Ordo Romanus, and Jesse Ambianensis, and other public 
offices of the Church, containing the rules of baptism and con- 
firmation, where orders are also given to communicate infants 
as soon as they were baptized. Here I will add the testimony 
of the more ancient writers, that it may not be thought a no- . 
velty and invention of later ages. 

Cyprian often mentions it as the common practice. In his 
book De Lapsis72 he speaks of some parents who took their 
little children in their arms, when they went to sacrifice at the 
Heathen altars: and he brings in those infants thus complain- 
ing: ‘We did nothing ourselves, neither did we leave the 
bread and cup of the Lord to run of our own accord to the 
profane contagions: it was the treachery of others that de- 
stroyed us, we fell by the hands of our parents.’ A little fur- 
ther7? he speaks of another infant, who was carried by her 


70 Scholastic History of Lay-Bap- relicto cibo et poculo Domini ad 
tism, part 1.ch.1. 8.21. {Published profana contagia sponte properavi- 
by the Author in 1713. His original mus. Perdidit nos aliena perfidia, 
sixth volume of the Antiquities, con- parentes sensimus parricidas. 
taining this fifteenth Book, did not 7 Ibid. p.132. (p. 94.) Parentes 
appear till 1719. Ep.] forte fugientes, dum trepidi minus 
! B.1a. ch. r. 8.2. v. 4. p.198. suis consulunt, sub nutricis alimen- 
72 De Lapsis, p. 125. (p. go.)... to parvulam filiam reliquerunt; re- 
Infantes quoque parentum manibus lictam nutrix detulit ad magistra- 
vel impositi vel attracti, amiserunt tus. Illi ei apud idolum, quo popu- 
parvull, quod in primo statim nati- lus confluebat, quod carnem necdum 
vitatis exordio fuerant consecuti. posset edere per etatem, panem me- 
Nonne illi, cum judicii dies venerit, ro mixtum, quod tamen et ipsum 
dicent: Nos nihil fecimus, nec de- de immolatione pereuntium super- 
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nurse, unknown to her parents, to the magistrates, to partake 
of the idol-sacrifice; who, when she was brought by her mo- 
ther afterwards to receive the eucharist, vomited up the wine 
that was given her to drink in the communion. By which it is 
undeniable that infants were then admitted to communicate in 
both kinds, if they were capable of receiving them. Upon this 
account the Author of the Constitutions7+, in his invitation of 
the faithful to the communion, bids mothers bring their chil- 
dren with them. And again?>, describing the order in which 
they communicated, he says, ‘ First let the bishops receive, 
then the presbyters, deacons, subdeacons, readers, singers, and 
ascetics; among the women, the deaconesses, virgins, and wi- 
dows; after that, the children, and then all the people in their 
order.’ The author, under the name of Dionysius’, says the 
same, ‘ that children were admitted, not only to baptism, but 
the eucharist, though they did not understand the reasons of 
either mystery.’ 

St. Austin’? not only mentions the practice in Cyprian’s 
tame, citing the foresaid passages out of his book De Lapsis ; 


erat, tradiderunt. Recepit filiam 
postmodum mater. Sed facinus 
ella commissum tam loqui et in- 
care non potuit, quam nec intelli- 
gere prius potuit, nec arcere [al. ca- 
vere]. Ignoratione igitur obreptum 
est, ut, sacrificantibus nobis, eam 
secum mater inferret. Sed enim 
puella mixta cum sanctis, precis 
nostree et orationis impatiens, nunc 
ploratu concuti, nunc mentis sestu 
ceepit fluctuabunda jactari, et velut 
tortore cogente, quibus poterat in- 
diciis, conscientiam facti in simpli- 
cibus adhuc annis rudis anima fate- 
batur. Ubi vero solemnibus adim- 
pletis calicem diaconus offerre pree- 
sentibus ccpit, et accipientibus 
ceeteris locus ejus advenit ; faciem 
guam parvula instinctu divinse ma- 
jestatis avertere, os labiis obturanti- 

us premere, calicem recusare. Per- 
stitit tamen diaconus, et reluctanti 
licet de sacramento calicis infudit. 
Tune sequitur singultus et vomitus. 
In corpore atque ore violato eucha- 
ristia permanere non potuit. Sanc- 
tificatus in Domini sanguine potus 


e 


de pollutis visceribus erupit. 
74 L.8. c. 12. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 398.) 
Ta madia mpoodapBdverde al py- 


répes. 

75 Ibid. c. 13. (p. 408.).... Kat 
pera Touro peradauBayera 6 érioKo-~ 
wos, mera of mpecBureput, Kai of 
Sidxovos, Kal pricey xat of dava- 
yraora, kal of WddArat, xa of doxn- 
rai, xal éy tais yuvatly al diaxdnc- 
oat, xai al rapOévos, xal al ynpat, 
elra ra ssadla, xal rére was 6 ads 
xara rdgty. 

76 Hierarch. Eccles. c. 7. part. 3. 
n. IJ. p. 360. (t. 1. p. 270 d.) Td rs 
cai rraisas, ore ra Geta cumeéva dv- 


77 Ep. 23. [al. 98.] ad Bonifac. 
(t. 2. p. 26¢ b.) Good si Sanctus 
Cyprianus arbitraretur, non eorum 
defensionem continuo subjiceret di- 
cens, Nonne illi, cum judicii dies 
venerit, dicent, Nos nihil fecimus, 
&c. Seen. 72, preceding. 
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but also seems to say’® it was necessary for infants, in order 
to obtain eternal life; grounding upon that saying of our Sa- 
viour, (John 6, 53.) “Except ye eat the flesh of the Son of 
man, and drink his blood, ye have no life in you.” Which, he 
says, 18 to be understood not of the sacrament of baptism, but 
of the sacrament of the Lord’s table, where no one is rightly 
admitted but he that is baptized. ‘And dare any one be so 
bold as to say, that this sentence does not appertain to little 
children, or that they can have life without partaking of this 
body and blood?’ He repeats the same frequently in his dis- 
putes with the Pelagians’, and in his Sermons on the Words of 
the Apostle ®°, and in his Epistle to Boniface®!, written jointly 
by him and Alipius against the Pelagians. And Pope Innocent, 
his contemporary, seems to have had the same opinion: for he 
argues in his Epistle to St. Austin and the Council of Milevis*? 
for the necessity of baptizing infants, from the necessity of 
their eating the flesh and drinking the blood of the Son of 
Man. 

There is great dispute among the Romish doctors about the 
sense of St. Austin and this Pope Innocent upon this pomt. 
Bona*® and others think it would be a great reproach to their 
Church to have it thought that the Council of Trent should 
condemn the opinion of the necessity of communicating infants, 
whilst two such great men as St. Austin and their own Pope 


78 De Peccat. Merit. 1. 1. c. 20. 
(t. 10. p.15 ¢.) Dominum audia- 
mus, inquam, non quidem hoc de 
sacramento [sancti] lavacri dicen- 
tem, sed de sacramento sancte 
mens sus, quo nemo rite nisi 
baptizatus accedit, Nisi manducave- 
ritis carnem meam, &c. (d.) An vero 
quisquam etiam hoc dicere audebit, 
quod ad parvulos hec sententia non 
pertineat, possintque sine participa- 
tione corporis hujus et sanguinis in 
se habere vitam? 

79 Cont. Duas Epistol. Pelag. 1. 1. 
c. 22. (t. 10. p. 429 e.) Nec illud 
cogitatis, eos vitam habere non pos- 
se, qui fuerint expertes corporis et 
sanguinis Christi, dicente ipso, Nési 
manducaveriti 


eritts, oc. 
80 Serm. 8. de Verb. Apost. p. 
110. [al. Serm. 174.] (t. . p. 8348.) 


Infantes sunt, sed menese ejus par- 
ticipes fiunt, ut habeant in se vitam. 
Ep. 106. (al. 186.] ad Bonifac. 
p. 185. (t. af 673 d.).. Nullus, qui 
se meminit Catholice fidei Christia- 
num, negat aut dubitat parvulos, 
non accepta gratia regenerationis 
in Christo, sine cibo carnis ejus et 
sanguinis potu, non habere in se 
a ps [al. 182.] E 
p- 93. [al. 182.] inter : 
Augustin. ea. p-640b.).. Parvuloe 
seternse vite preemiis etiam sine 
baptismatis gratia donari posse, per- 
fatuum est: nist entm werint 
carnem filts hominis, et biberint san- 
guinem ejus, non habebunt vitam ta 
8 Rer. Liturg. 1) 2. c. 19. 0. I. 


(p. 325-) Quid supra de commu- 
nione puerorum mentio? &c. 
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Innocent were conceived to be of that opinion: and therefore 
they say, though the Ancients gave the communion to infants, 
yet they did not think it necessary to salvation. This is the 
salvo which the Council of Trent put into their mouths: for 
having condemned the opinion itself as heretical, yet to bring 
off the ancient Church, which was known to practise it, she 
adds*4; ‘We do not hereby intend to condemn antiquity for 
observing this custom in some places. For as those holy fathers 
had a probable reason, considering the state of the times they 
lived in, for their practice; so it is certainly, and without all 
controversy, to be believed that they did not do it upon any 
opinion of its being necessary to salvation. But Maldonat 
would not take the Council’s word for this: for, without any 
regard to their interpretation or authority, he asserts ®> roundly 
that the Ancients, and particularly St. Austin and Pope Jnno- 
cent, did believe that infants could not be saved without par- 
taking of the eucharist, and that they were induced to believe 
this by those words of our Saviour, (John 6, 53.) “ Except ye 
eat the flesh of the Son of man and drink his blood, ye have 
no life in you.” And indeed any one that reads but with half 
an eye the testimonies of St. Austin now alleged, which Bona 
thought fit to conceal from his reader, only making a short 
reference to some of them, may easily perceive what was his 
opinion in the matter. And it were absurd to think that the 
whole primitive Church, Greek and Latin, from St. Cyprian’s 
time, should give the communion to infants without imagining 
any manner of necessity from any divine command to do it. | 
But Bona endeavours to support his and the Council’s sense 
from the authority of Fulgentius, who was one of St. Austin’s 
disciples, and who, as he represents him, says that actual com- 
munion after baptism is not necessary to salvation. But he 
only abuses his reader with a false state of the case, and a 
false assertion grounded on it. For Fulgentius® does not say 


84 Sess. 21. c. 4. (t.14. p.847.¢.) sine controversia credendum est. 
Neque ideo tamen damnanda est % In Ioan. 6, 53. p. 286. (pp 
antiguitas, si eum morem in qui- 316, 317.) Audacius nunc dico, &c. 
busdam locis servavit. Ut enim Ad Innocentium veniamus, &c. 
sanctissimi il patres sui facti pro- § % De Baptismo Atthiopis, c. 11. 
babilem causam pro illias temporis p.611. (ap. Bibl.Max.t. 9. p.177d. 3.) 
ratione habuerunt; ita certe eos Kullus debet moveri fidelium in il- 
nulla salutis necessitate id fecisse lis, qui etei Jegitime sana mente 
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that the actual participation of the eucharist is not necessary 
after baptism for infants: for he is not speaking of infants, but 
adult persons, who die as soon as they are baptized, without 
having opportunity to receive the communion: concerning 
whom he concludes favourably, that though they die before 
they receive outwardly the elements of bread and wine, yet 
they are not to be despaired of, because they were made par- 
takers of the body and blood of Christ in baptism, which in 
such cases of great necessity was sufficient to answer the end 
of the communion, when men were desirous of it, but had no 
opportunity to receive it. So that he believed the eucharist 
ordinarily to be necessary both for infants and adult persons, 
but in extraordinary cases of extreme necessity, not to be ne- 
cessary for either. 

But, to set aside the question of right, and only pursue matter 
of fact, we find that this custom continued, even in the Roman 
Church, for many ages: Maldonat says, for six centuries; but 
Bona makes it double the number; for he says, it was not 
abrogated in France till the twelfth century. In Gregory’s 
Sacramentarium®? there is an order concerning infants, ‘ that 
they should be allowed to suck the breast before the holy com- 
munion, if necessity so required.’ And the old Ordo Romanus®®, 
a book composed in the ninth century, has a direction to the 
same purpose; ‘ that infants, after they were baptized, should 
not eat any food, nor suck the breast, without great necessity, 
till they had communicated in the sacrament of the body of 
Christ.’ So Alcuin ®9, or whoever wrote under his name, in 


baptizantur, preveniente velocius 
morte, carnem Domini manducare, 
et sanguinem bibere non sinuntur, 
pone illam videlicet sententiam 

alvatoris qua dixit, Nisi mandu- 
caveritis carnem filtt hominis, &c. 
Quod quisquis... mysterii veritatem 
considerare poterit, in ipso lavacro 
sanctee regenerationis hoc fieri pro- 
videbit. 

87 In Officio Sabbati Sancti. (t. 3. 

. 73. 0. 10.).. Qui illam non prohi- 

entur lactari ante sacram commu- 
nionem, si necesse fuerit. 

88 Ap. Bibl. Patr. ae 1654. ] 
t. 10. p. 84. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 13. 


p. 697 g. 8.) Tllud autem parvulis 
providendum, ne postquam bapti- 
zati fuerint, ullum cibum accipiant, 
neque lactentur sine summa neces- 
sitate, antequam communicent sa- 
cramento corporis Christi. 

8° De Officiis, cap. De Sabbato 
Sancto, ibid. p. 259. (Oper. p. 1064 
a.) Si episcopus adest, statim con- 
firmari oportet [infans tinctus } 
chrismate, et postea communicare : 
et si oa ay deest, communicetur 
a presbytero, &c. Sed et hoc pro- 
videndum est ut nullum cibum ac- 
cipiant, neque lactentur antequam 
communicent. 
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the time of Charles the Great, says the order then was, ‘ that 
when infants were baptized, they were immediately confirmed 
by the bishop, if he were present, and admitted to communi- 
cate; but if the bishop was absent, they should receive the 
communion from the presbyter.’ Baluzius™ alleges two manu- 
script Pontificals of the same age, which have Rubrics to the 
same purpose. And the orders of Jesse, bishop of Amiens?®’, 
call it ‘ confirming children with the body and blood of Christ,” 
as they were confirmed before with imposition: of hands and 
chrism. And it is remarkable of Walter, bishop of Orleans, in 
the same age, that among his Synodical Rules there is one% 
to this purpose: ‘ that a presbyter shall always have the 
eucharist ready by him, that in case any one be infirm, or a 
young child sick, he may give him the communion, and not let 
him die without his viaticum,’ or provision for his journey into 
the next world. The second Council of Mascon 93, which was 
held anno 588, and the third Council of Tours™, in the time 
of Charles the Great, order the remains of the eucharist to be 
given to innocent children. Radulphus Ardens®%, who lived in 
the beginning of the twelfth century, speaks of it still as the 
custom to ‘give little children the sacrament, at least in the 


9 Not. in Rheginon. 1. 1. c. 69. 
(p. 531.) Immo ex vetustissimo li- 
bro Pontificalis, &c. 

91 Ep. de Ord. Bapt. ap. Baluz. 
ibid. (p. 552.) Episcopus puerum 
chrismate confirmet in fronte; no- 
vissime autem corpore et sanguine 
Christi confirmetur seu communi- 
cetur, ut Christi membrum esse 
possit. 

$2 Cap. 7. (CC. t. 8. p. 639 b.) 
Presbyter eucharistiam semper ha- 
beat paratam, ut quando quis infir- 
matus fuerit, aut parvulus segrota- 
verit, statim eum communicet, ne 
sine viatico moriatur.—The same is 
in Ansegisus Abbas de Legibus 
Francorum, 1. 1. c. 155. al. 161. 
Vid. ap. Capitul. Reg. Francor. 
(t. 1. p. 731.) Nearly the same 
words. 

% C. 6. (t. 5. p. 982 b.) Que- 
cunque reliquiz sacrificiorum post 
peractam missam in sacrario super- 
sederint, aA vel sexta feria in- 
nocentes ab illo, ctjus interest, ad 


ecclesiam adducantur, et, indicto eis 
jejunio, easdem reliquias conspersas 
vino percipiant. 

% C. Ig. (t. 7. p. 1264 a.) Pres- 
byteri omnino admonendi sunt, ut 
cum sacra missarum solemnia pere- 
gerint, atque communicaverint, pu- 
eris aut aliis quibuslibet personis 
adstantibus corpus Domini indis- 
crete non tribuant. Qui, si forte 
majoribus peccatis fuerint irretiti, 
magis sibi damnationem quam re- 
medium comparant, juxta senten- 
tiam Apostoh, dicentis, Quicunque 
manducaverit panem, vel biberit ca- 
licem Domini sndigne, reus erst cor- 
ports et sanguints Domini. Probet 
autem se ipsum homo, et sic de pane 
sllo edat, et de calice bidbat. 

9% Sermo, in Die Pasche, de Eu- 
charist. Neceasit. [al. Hom. in die 
Sancto Pasche, juxt. Ed. Antwerp. 
1567. 8vo. fol. 121. vers.] Statutum 
est ut pueris mox baptizatis saltem 
in specie vini tradatur, ne sine ne- 
cessario discedant sacramento. 
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species of wine, immediately after they were baptized, that 
they might not go without the necessary sacrament.’ And 
Hugo de Sancto Victore% at the same time recommends the 
giving of it to children, if it might be done without danger : 
though he intimates now the custom was almost generally laid 
aside; there being only a mere form and shadow of it remain- 
ing, which was to give children newly baptized common wine, 
instead of consecrated, which he thinks a superfluous rite that 
ought to be laid aside. And so it was, not long after: for 
Odo, bishop of Paris, anno 1175, ordered, ‘ that neither con- 
secrated nor unconsecrated bread should by any means be 
given to little children.’ And so, says Bona, the custom of 
giving the communion to infants was superseded in the twelfth 
age in the Gallican Church. It continued a little longer in 
Germany, if Suicerus99 does not mistake in his author: for he 
quotes Johannes Semeca, surnamed Teutonicus, who wrote the 
Gloss upon Gratian, as saying, ‘that the custom prevailed in 
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*% De Sacrament. I. 1. c. 20. (ap. 
Bonam, Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 19. n. 2. 
p. 326.)...Asserit tamen loco supra 
citato (vid. n. 1.) jam suo tempore 
desiisse, aliquo ejus vestigio rema- 
nente: nam presbyteri retinentes 
veterem formam, sed non rem, vi- 
num commune pueris recens bapti- 
zatis dabant pro sanguine, quod 
Hugo superfluum et dimittendum 
ga aren Bs ss 

tatut. od. c. 39. (ap. Bo- 
nam, ibid. REET co : dies: ad 
im. pag.)...Precepit presbyteris, ne 
hostias licet non sacratas dent pu- 
eris ullo modo. 

% Ibid. (p. 326.)...Sic desiit in 
Gallicana ecclesia, sseculo duode- 
cimo, mos pueros communicandi. 

99 Thes. Eccles. voce, vvagis, 
c. 5. n. B. (t. 2. p. 1138.) Joannes 
etiam Teutonicus, qui Scholia scrip- 
sit in Gratianum, (de Consecrat. 
dist. 4. c. 4.) testatur, eam quibus- 
dam in locis consuetudinem sua 
setate adeo invaluisse, ut sacramen- 
tum infantibus darent.—(John Se- 
meca flourished about 1250, of whom 
says Cave, (Hist. Liter. Oxon. 1740. 
p. 301.) Seripsit Glossam in Decre- 
tum Gratians, una cum Decreto se- 
pius tmpressam. But of the gloss 


referred to by my learned ancestor, 
on the authority of Suicer, I can 
discover no trace in the oldest copy 
I have seen, viz. Argentine, 1472, 
in the King’s Library at the British 
Museum, C. 11. ¢e. 1 and 2. Sui- 
cer’s citation, however, of De Con- 
secrat. distinct. 4. c. 4. may be er- 
roneous: for in that p chapter 
28, (Corp. Jur. Canon. Lagdun, 
1671. t. 1. p. 1985. 40.) I find the 
following passages: Non iteratur 
baptisma, quod in nomen Sancteze 
Trinitatis ministratur. Si vero par- 
vuli sunt vel hebetes, qui doctrinam 
non capiant, respondeant pro illis, 
ui eos offerunt, juxta morem bap- 
tizandi: et sic, per manus impo- 
sitionem, chrismate communicati, 
eucharistiz mysteriis admittantur. 
Upon this the marginal note K, at 
the word eucharistie, says: Hoc de 
adultis, quia parvulis non datur cor- 
pus Christi... nisi forte ubt consue- 
tudo est quod infundttur per ora eo- 
rum sanguis Christi, non 8e- 
cundum quosdam. I conceive that 
this must be the gloss of Semeca to 
which Suicer alluded; and that he 
mistakes in the citation (of 4 for 28) 
as my ancestor thinks he may have 
done. See the next note. Ep.] 
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some places in his time to give the eucharist to children.’ But 
there is no such gloss in the place he alleges in the Roman 
edition'; so that either he mistakes the place, or else some 
fraud has been used to expunge the passage by the Roman 
correctors. Zuinglius? speaks of the custom continuing long 
among the Helvetians; for he says, in the Ritual Book of 
Claron, called their Obsequial, there was this rubric: ‘ that a 
newly-baptized child should have the eucharist in both kinds 
ministered unto him.’ And Hospinian?® assures us from his own 
knowledge, ‘ that in Lorrain and the adjacent parts it was usual 
for the priest, when he had baptized a child, to dip his fingers in 
the cup, and drop the wine into the child’s mouth, saying, The 
blood of our Lord Jesus Christ be of advantage unto thee to 
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eternal life.’ 


The Greek Church was a little more tenacious of the ancient 
custom. For not only Basilius Cilix+, and Evagrius>, and Jo- 
hannes Moschus®, mention the communion of children, and the 
giving the remains of the eucharist to children after the com- 


! Corp. Jur. Canon. Rome, 1582. 
fol. a As is say ete distinct. 
4.c. 4. (Lugdan, 1071. t.1. p.1977. 
15.) cited aleo by Hospinian, Bat 
Sacrament. 1. 2. c. 2. also n. 3, 
followin 


suit; et duos digitos, quibus eam 
prehenderat, vino lavandos porrexit 
sedituo, et ex illo vino distillavit in 
os baptizati infantis, dicens, Sanguis 
Domsni nostri Jesu Christi tilt in vi- 


2 Explanat, Artic. 18. (Oper. t. 1. 
P- 34- 21 ? Nam quum minister es- 
sem apud Claronam Helvetiorum, 
librum ibidem reperi (Obsequiale 
vocant pontificii) im Mollis vetus- 
tissimum, sed in m adhuc, et 
nulla parte, quod ad literas attinet, 
vitiatum. 
vocant) in eo loco, que de ritu bap- 
tizandi prescribit, hujusmodi ver- 
bis scriptus, Baptizato puero moz 
detur eucharistie sacramentum. Si- 
militer um ini. 

3 Hist. Sacrament. 1. 2. c. 2. 
(p. 60. ad summ.).. .Et ante paucos 
adhuc annos consuetudinis hujus in 
Lotharingia et vicinia exstiterunt re- 
liquise alique. Nam ubi baptizatus 
est illic infans, sacrificulus, qui il- 
lum baptizavit, e sacrario acceptam 
capsulam, in qua sacramentum as- 
servatur, ad altare detulit, et hos- 
tiam, ut vocant, unam ostentavit 
populo: deinde in capsulam repo- 


tulus erat (Rubricam drér, 


tam eternam proficiat. 
4 Ap. Photii Piblith. cod. 107. 
(p. 281. 14.) Writing against John 


of Scythopolis he remarks,—Ovdé- 
wore exoweves THs iepoupyias TeXecou- 
péms’ dAdd pera rd Ebayyédcov mwat- 
oly dua rey pvotnpioy peraddpBave, 
Kal sapavurixa spés Ty Tpdrelay 


pexe. 

5 L. 4. ¢. 36. (v. 3. ps 416. 20.) 
*EOos radatoy Bovrerat dva rv Bact~ 
Aevoveay, Or Ay word ri xpnya rey 
ayiov pepi8er rot xpdyrov weparos 
Xpiorov rov Geov nyady évaropeivot, 
matdas apOdpous peraméurtous yiyve- 
o6a mapa tay és yxapadsacxadov 
hoirdvrey, cai ravra xarecOiey. 

6 Prat. Spirit. c. 196. (ap. Bibl. 
Patr. Gr. Lat. t. 2. p. 1151 b. W Jeicve 
‘HA cvmpea dv ry éxxAnoig wapédpa- 
pev, Gore rovs waidas eumpoober rov 
yiou lepareiov toracOa ey rais aylas 
ourdfecwy, nal mpérovs pera rovs 
KAnpixovs rev ayiev peradapPavew 
puornploy. 
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munion was ended; but also Nicephorus’, who lived in the 
fourteenth century. mentions the same: and Suicerus® tells us 
out of Metrophanes Critopulus, a modern Greek writer, that 
they still continue to observe the custom to this day. As he 
also observes? out of Osorius De Gestis Emanuelis, (hb. 9,) 
that it continues to be the practice of the Ethiopic or Abyssm 
Churches. And he cites Sigismundus Baro’s History of Mus- 
eovy for the same in the Russian Churches. Mr. Brerewood 
notes the hke of the Rusman Churches, out of Guaguinus. 
And Dr. Smith" tells us, for the present Greek Church, that 
they give the eucharist in both kinds to little children of one 
or two years of age, and sometimes to new-born infants after 
baptism, in case of imminent danger of death, grounding their 
belief of an absolute necessity of this sacrament upon the 
words of our Saviour, (John 6, 53,) “ Except ye eat the flesh, 
&c.” and pleading the practice of the primitive Church in 
their own justification. 

I have not said any thing of all this to reduce the custom 
into practice again, though Bishop Bedel and some others 
have declared entirely for it: because, as learned men'? have 
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71.17. ¢. 25. (t. 2. p. 772 bd. 4.) 
"Eos xexparnxer €x wodXov 17 Bace- 
Aid ray dreary, os éwecBay wodV Tt 
roy pepider rou dypayrov cai Oeiov 
géparos rou Kupiov nai Geov, xai 
LZeripos nov ‘Incov Xpirrov évaro- 
AeupOein, perarréeArerGa rovs lepéas 
wai8as apOdpous ex ray és yapasds- 
dacxddov pordvrey, Kai ravras w7- 
ores dobiew 8 39 nai éuot woddaus 
vewrépp Kody ye dyre éemuruvéBn 
yevioba. 

8 Thes. Eccles. ubi supr. n. 99. 
(t. 2. p. 1138.) Testatur hoc Metro- 
phanes Critopulus, in Confess. Ec- 
cles. Oriental. c.9. p. 98. Postquam 
enim dixisset, panem et calicem, 
tam ecclesiasticos quam laicos acci- 
pere, statim subjicit: "AAAd 81) «ai 
abra ta Bpedn, aptdpeva evOds ard 
rov ayiov Bamriocparos, peréxes Tov 
Aorov, dadxts ol yoveis BovAovrat. . . 
Et mox: "Qowep dei ra waa Banri- 
(erOat, ovre nal rot Kupsaxod Beimvou 
pereyety. 

id f bid. (supr.) Infantes eo die, 
quo salutaribus sacris initiati sunt, 


eucharietiam in panis mica sumpee- 


aie Inaeivy, ch. 18. (p. 16 

nquiry, ch. 18. (p. 167.)..... 
Receiving children after seven years 
old to the communion, saying that 
a age they begin to sin against 


1! Account of the Greek Church. 
(p. 161.) If it be objected against 
na that these words are not to be 
understood of a sacramental mandu- 
cation, and that the custom which 
they retain seems to be so far from 
bemg necessary, that it is scarce 
proper and justifiable, children not 
poesibly having any actual faith or 
understanding of these mysteries ; 
they will appeal, for their justifica- 
tion, to the universal practice of the 
Church in the primitive times for 
several , wherein the communi- 
cating of infants was looked upon 
ae a necessary and essential point of 
the Christian religion. 

12 Vid. Hospin. et Suicer. locie 
supra citatis, nn. 3, 8. 
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shown, there are good reasons to persuade the contrary. 
1. Because it has no firm foundation in the Word of God. 
2. Because infants which are baptized are in effect thereby 
partakers of the body and blood of Christ, which are exhibited 
spiritually in baptism as well as the eucharist, according to 
St. Austin himself and all the ancient Fathers, of which I have 
made full proof in another place}4. 3. Because infants cannot 
do this in remembrance of Christ, which he requires all that 
partake in this sacrament to do. 4. Because there is the 
same analogy and agreement between the Paschal lamb and 
the Lord’s supper, as there is between circumcision and bap- 
tism: an infant Israelite had a right to enter the covenant by 
circumcision, as it was the seal of it: but he was not to partake 
of the Passover till he could ask his parents the meaning of the 
mystery. (See Exod. 12, 26.) So an infant may enter the 
Christian covenant by baptism, but not partake regularly of 
the eucharist till he can do it in remembrance of Christ. 

What I have therefore discoursed upon this head, by de- 
ducing the matter historically from first to last, is rather to 
show the vanity of that pretence to infallibility and unerring 
tradition in the Church of Rome, in matters of doctrine and 
necessary practice, since they themselves have thought fit to 
alter one point, which their infallible Popes and forefathers for 
so many ages observed as necessary, in communicating infants 
upon a divine command; and withal to show that any other 
Church has a better pretence than they to reform any prac- 
tice, however generally observed, if upon better examination 
it be found not to be grounded upon a good foundation in 
the word of God. I now return to the business of the ancient 
Church. 

8. Where we find that not only the present members were Sent to the 
all communicants, but they that were absent had it sent to ‘nt 
them by the hands of a deacon, to testify that, while they were * a Hg 
absent upon any lawful occasion, they were still reputed to be Churches. 
in the communion of the Church. Thus Justin Martyr?!» says, 
the same eucharist which was received by them that were 


14 B. rr. ch. 10. 8. 4. V. 4. p. 172. oo mapovos ba rev Staxdvwr mépsre- 

1S Apol. 2. (p. 98 e.) Kal 9 dd- rar—Conf. Justinian. Novel. 123. 
Boots xa 9 peradmyis ard ray evya- cc. 36. (t. 5. p.558.).... Aut sanctam 
prornOewrey exdorp yiverat, at rois eis communionem portandam. 
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present was carried by the deacons to the absent. For as they 
prayed for those that were absent upon a probable or reason- 
able cause, so they allowed them to communicate in the same 
sacrament also. Upon this account, as we have seen before?®, 
the eucharist at Rome, in the time of Melchiades, Siricius, and 
Innocent, was usually sent from the bishop’s church to the 
tituli, or lesser churches, for the presbyters ministering in 
those churches to communicate with him, and, as some?!’ 
think, for the whole congregations also. For they suppose 
that at first there was but one altar in a city, and that at the 
mother-church, where the bishop ministered, and consecrated 
the eucharist, and sent it thence to the lesser congregations. 
And so they understand even that passage in Justin Martyr. 
I rather think the presbyters had the privilege to consecrate 
the eucharist in their own churches ; but however a portion of 
the eucharist was for all that sent them by the bishop from his 
own church, to testify that they were in communion with him : 
he did not send to the country-churches, ‘ because the sacra- 
ments were not to be carried to places at too great a distance,’ 
as Innocent words it in his letter to Decentius. Yet in case of 
testifying their communion with foreign bishops, they were 
wont to send it to far distant churches. As Irenwus in his 
Epistle to Pope Victor!®, when he menaced the Asiatic 
Churches with excommunication for their different way of 
observing Easter, tells him his predecessors never thought of 
such rough proceedings against them, but notwithstanding this 
difference always sent them the eucharist, to testify their 
communion with them. Valesius!9 and others observe the 
same in the Acts of Lucian the Martyr?°, and Paulinus’s 
Epistle?) to Severus. 





16 Ch. 2. 8. g. of this Book, p. 
250. DN. 90, OI. 

17 Maurice, Defence of Diocesan 
Episcopacy, (p. 39.) So that it seems 
a robable, &c 

18 Ap. Euseb. 1. 5. c. 24. (Vv. I. 
p. 248.17.) ... Adrol us THPOUYTES, © ol 
mpd ov mpeoBirepor, Trois ard Tey 
Tapoxiay Typovoww Erepuroy evya- 
tor jay. 

19 In loc. Euseb. citat. (ibid. n. 8.) 
lustre etiam hu rae moris exemplum 
exstat in Actis Luciani martyris. 


20 Ap. Metaphrast. 7. Januar. 
(See this in Surius, (t. 1. p. 157.) 
where we read how the disciples of 
the confessor oe from Antioch 
and other re es, conveyed the eu- 
charist to him while in prison at 
Nicomedia, and for want of a legiti- 
mate table, which the historian dis- 
tinctly terms mensa, laid the blessed 
elements on Lucian’s breast, which 
he had assured ‘them would suffice 
admirably for the pu ose: Mensa 


quidem, inquit, erst oc meum 
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This was chiefly, if not solely, done at the Paschal festival in 
token of their unity, love, and charity. But the Council of 
Laodicea??, for some inconveniences attending the practice, 
absolutely forbad it; ordering that the holy sacraments should 
not be sent from one diocese to another under the notion of 
eulogie or benedictions, at the Easter festival. Yet in some 
places the custom continued for several ages after. For Jo- 
hannes Moschus?® speaks of the communion being sent from 
one monk to another at six miles’ distance; not to mention 
again the custom of sending the eucharist by Paulinus, and by 
the bishops of Rome, from the mother-church to all the other 
churches throughout the city in every region. But where 
they left off this custom of sending the eucharist, they intro- 
duced another way of testifying their mutual love and amity to 
one another by certain symbols of bread, which they blessed 
and sanctified also in imitation of the eucharist, but with a dif- 
ferent benediction. And to these also they gave the names of 
eulogie, and panis benedictus, consecrated bread, which the 
modern Greeks call dvridepa, vicarious gifts, because they 
were given in many cases instead of the eucharist. It has 
been observed already 4, that they were often given to such as 
would not communicate, when the ancient fervour of popular 
and general communions began to decay. Here we are to ob- 
serve, that they were used to be sent from one country to 
another instead of the eucharist, as testimonies of their amity 
and affection. 

Some25, not improbably, thus understood that canon of the 
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pectus, &c. See also in Philostor- 
gius as cited in s. 10. See n. 44 fol- 
mate Ep. 
21 Ep. 1. ad Sever. (p. 15.) Panem 
Campanum de cellula nostra tibi 
ro eulogia misimus, tantum meritis 
in Domino tuis freti, ut plena ad te 
perferendum sui gratia crederemus ; 
tu, licet uberioribus micis a Domini 
mensa jam saturatus sis, dignare et 
a peccatoribus acceptum in nomine 
Domini panem in culogiam vertere. 


Aoyiey xara thy dopriy tov Ldoya 
eis oi sa sapolas diaréurec Oat. 
23 Prat. Spirit. c. 29. (ap. Bibl. 


Patr. Gr. Lat. t. 2. p. 1067. ad 
summ.) Quasi triginta milliaribus 
ab Adgina, civitate Cilicise, Stylitee 
duo erant, separati ab invicem sex 
millibus passuum..... Ile vero, di- 
vinitus inspiratus, petiit ab eo, ut 
partem sibi mitteret communionis 
suze. 

34 See before in this chapter, s. 3. 


P. 355- 

2 Viabertas, Archierat. part. 11. 
observ. 3. (p. 289.) Atque ut ad 
Grecorum ritus oculos adjiciamus, 
fuerunt apud eos eulogis etiam du- 
plices, private et publice. De pri- 
vatis preesertim agitur altero canone 
37 [C. Laodic.] Ov Set sapa rap 
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Council of Laodicea*, which ‘forbids any to receive the eulo- 
gie, or blessings of heretics, which were to be reckoned curses 
and absurdities rather than blessings.’ As also that other 
canon2’7, which ‘forbids them to receive, either from Jews or 
heretics, ra teundueva éopractixa, such gifts or presents as 
were used to be sent in festivals.’ Of this kind was that bread 
which Paulinus and Therasia sent to St. Austin as a testimony 
of their unanimity and cordial affection, which they desire him 2° 
to bless by his acceptance. Some learned men mistake when 
they say the sending of the eucharist came in the room of this: 
for it was plainly the reverse: these exlogie were invented in 
the room of the eucharist29, as appears from the testimony of 
Trenseus®°, which speaks of sending the eucharist as the more 
ancient custom. 
And to 9. Among the absent members of the Church they had a 
— hr more especial regard to those that were sick, or in prison, or 
orin pri- under any confinement, as the martyrs and confessors, who 
aenaag daily expected their dissolution ; and such also of the penitents 
cag , # being seized with sickness were in imminent danger of death. 
penance at 10 all these they commonly sent the eucharist, which in this 
the Point case is more peculiarly styled the épddiv, or viaticum, their 
preparation or provision for their journey into the next world. 
Thus in the Council of Nice there is a canon?!, which orders, 
‘that all penitents should have their necessary and final épdd:or, 
or viaticum, when they were at the point of death.’ Which 
though Albaspinzeus®? interpret only of absolution, yet all 
others with better reason understand it of the eucharist, 


"Iovdaiwy, x.t.A.....Et revera ca- (ibid. p.58c.) Panis, quem misimus, 
none 31. clare: Ov dei alperixév, uberior benedictio fiet, dilectione ac- 
K.T.AX. cipientis vestre benignitatis. 


2% C. 31. [al. 32.) (t.3. p.5001 e.]  % See before, s. 3. p. 355. 
Ov de alperixay ae AauSdvew 50 [ Fragment. ED. Pd Vict, Pap. 
airwes eioty aAcyiat padAoy f eddo- Rom. ex Euseb. Hist. 1. 5. c. 24. 
yiat. (p. 466. 10.) "AXX’ avroi pa) rypouvres 

7 C, 37. (ibid. p. 1504 b.) O8 det... . rois dd ray waponéy tnpoiow 
napa tov ‘lovdalwv, f aiperixay ra 9 drepwor edyapioriay. Ep. | 
wepsrdépeva éopractixad AguBdvey. 5! C. 13. (t. 2. p. 36 b.) “Gore, ef 

28 Paulin. Ep. 31. [al. 25.] inter res éfodevor, rot reXevraiov cal dvay- 
Epp. Augustin. (t.2. p.38 b.) Pa- xasordrov épodiou pi) droorepeicOat. 
nem unum, quem unanimitatis in- 42 In loc. (ibid. p. 82 b.) Sen- 
dicio misimus caritati tus, rogamus_ tentia ergo hujus canonis hee est, 
accipiendo benedicas.—[Vid. Au- in morte nitenti absolutionem 
gustin. Ep. 34. [al. 31.] ad Paulin. negari non debere. 
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because it is added in the end of the canon, ‘that the bishop 
shall impart the oblation to them.’ And so the Council of 
Agde®® says, ‘the viaticum shall not be denied to any peni- 
tents at the point of death.’ The first Council of Vaison 3+ 
makes a provision for such penitents as were snatched away 
by sudden death, without the viaticum of the sacrament, whilst 
they were preparing for it, that their oblations should be re- 
ceived, and their funerals and memorials celebrated according 
to the rites of the Church. And the eleventh Council of To- 
ledo®> makes another provision for such as by reason of ex- 
treme weakness could not take the whole yiaticum of the 
communion, nor swallow the bread, but only drink the cup, 
that since this proceeded not from any infidelity, but from 
mere infirmity, they should not be cut off from the body of 
the Church. The fourth Council of Carthage®® mentions it in 
several canons, and in one canon particularly speaks of a very 
remarkable case which sometimes happened, that a penitent 
who desired to be admitted to penance in time of sickness was 
sometimes suddenly taken speechless, or turned delirious by 
the paroxysm of his distemper, before the priest could come to 


83 C. 15. (t. 4. p. 1386 a.).... Vi- 
aticum tamen omnibus in morte po- 
sitis non est negandum. 

34 (Al. 2.] c. 2. (t. 3. p. 1457 b.) 
Pro his, qui poenitentia accepta, in 
bone vite cursu satisfactoria com- 
punctione viventes, sine commu- 
nione inopinato nonnunquam trans- 
itu in agris aut itineribus preveni- 
untur, oblationem recipiendam, et 
eorum funera, ac deinceps memo- 
riam ecclesiastico affectu prosequen- 
dam; quia nefas est eorum com- 
memorationes excludi a salutaribus 
sacris, qui ad eadem sacra fideli af- 
fectu contendentes, dum se diutius 
reos statuunt, indignos salutiferis 
mysteriis judicant, ac, dum purga- 
fiores restitui desiderant, absque sa- 
cramentorum viatico intercipiantur : 
quibus fortasse nec absolutissimam 
reconciliationem sacerdos denegan- 
dam putasset. 

$C. 11. (t. 6. p. 552 b.) Solet 
enim humane nature infirmitas in 
ipso mortis exitu preegravata, tanto 
siccitatis pondere deprimi, ut nullis 


ciborum illationibus refici; sed vix 
tantumdem illati delectetur poculi 
gratia sustentari. Quod etiam in 
multorum exitu vidimus, qui, opta- 
tum suis votis sacree communionis 
expetentes viaticum, collatam sibi a 
sacerdote eucharistiam rejecerunt ; 
non quod infidelitate hoc agerent, 
sed quod, preter Dominici calicis 
haustum, traditam sibi non possent 
eucharistiam deglutire. Non ergo 
hujusmodi a corpore ecclesiz sepa- 
randi sunt, qui talia non infidelitate, 
sed necessitate fecerunt ; preesertim 
hi, de quibus nihil fidei sinistre 
sentitur. 

36 C. 76. (t.2. p. 1208 e.) Is, qui 
peenitentiam in infirmitate petit, si 
casu, dum ad eum sacerdos invitatus 
venit, oppressus infirmitate obmu- 
tuerit, vel in phrenesim versus fu- 
erit, dent testimonium qui eum au- 
dierunt, et accipiat poenitentiam. Et 
si continuo creditur moriturus, re- 
concilietur per manus impositionem, 
: infundatur ori ejus eucharistia, 

c. 
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him; in which case, if they that heard him could testify his 
desire, he was to be admitted: and if it was thought he would 
immediately die, he was to be reconciled by imposition of 
hands, and then the eucharist was to be poured into his mouth. 
Which is called the viaticum of the eucharist in the two fol- 
lowing canons?7, As it is also in the Councils of Orange*® 
and Gironne®9, and many other places. 

The eucharist in these cases was commonly carried and de- 
livered by a presbyter or a deacon, as has been noted out of 
Justin Martyr: yet in cases of great necessity it might be 
carried and given by any other. As appears from that case 
in Eusebius *° related out of an Epistle of Dionysius, bishop of 
Alexandria, to Fabian, bishop of Rome, where he tells of ‘ one 
Serapion, who having sacrificed in time of persecution, could 
not die till he had sent for the presbyter to reconcile him : but 
the presbyter being sick sent him a small portion of the eu- 
charist by the hands of the messenger that came for him, 
giving him orders to dip it first and put it into his mouth, 
which he had no sooner done, but the man gave up the ghost 
in peace.’ But this was forbidden by the canons‘! in ordinary 
CASES. 
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87 C. 77. (ibid. p.1206 b.) Poeni- specBurepow’ wif 8¢ fv Kdxeivos 
tentes, qui in infirmitate sunt, viati- obéver’ adinéobar pév ody ovx dv- 
cum accipiant.—C. 78. (ibid. b.) dy. ... Bpaxv ris ebyapsorias ére- 
Peenitentes, qui in infirmitate viati- dexey a madapip, droSpéfa xedev- 
ape enacted acceperint, non gas cal rq xpeoPiTy Kara Tov ord- 
se ant absolutos sine manus im- yaros émordga. "Exavynxev 6 mais 











positione, si supervixerint. 

88 Arausican. 1. c. 3. (t. 3. p. 1448 
d.) Qui recedunt de corpore, poni- 
tentia accepta, placuit sine recon- 
ciliatoria manus impositione eis com- 
municari, quod morientis sufficit 
consolationi, secundum definitiones 
patrum, qui hujusmodi communio- 
nem congruenter viaticum nomina- 
runt 


89 C. 9g. (t. 4. p. 1569 a.) Is, qui 
wegritudinis languore depressus po:- 
nitentia benedictionem, quam viati- 
cum deputamus, per communionem 
acceperit, &c. 

0 L. 6. c. 44. (v. 1. p. 317. 4.) 
Acopas, orevorare, xai pe Oarroy dro- 
Avoare’ ray wpecBurépwy pos rivd 
KdXeooy’ xal ravra elroy, madw hy 
apovos. “E8payey 6 mais éni roy 


dépwy...’AreSpe€er 6 rrais, xat dua 
Te évexee TH OTSpart’ Kal puxpoy éxei- 
vos xaraBpoxdicas evOéms dwédexe 
TO Tvevpa. 

41 Vid. Gratian. de Consecrat. 
dist. 2. c. 29. ex C. Rhemens. c. 2. 
(t. 1. p. 1924. 70.) Pervenit ad noti- 
tiam nostram, quod quidam presby- 
teri in tantum i pendant divina 
mysteria, ut laico vel foemins sa- 
crum corpus Domini tradant ad de- 
ferendum infirmis: et quibus pro- 
hibetur, ne sacrarium ingrediantur, 
nec ad altare appropinquent, illis 
sancta sanctorum committuntur. 
Quod quam sit horribile, quamque 
detestabile, omnium religiosorum 
animadvertit prudentia. Igitur in- 
terdicit per omnia synodus, ne talis 
temeraria preésumptio ulterius fiat, 
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10. Sometimes indeed they used private consecrations of the The eucha- 
eucharist in the houses of sick men, or in prisons, to answer Pais ae 
these pious ends and purposes: but most commonly they re- secrated in 
served some small portion of it in the church from time to oa for 
time for this use, as most expeditious and convenient for sud- ae 
den accidents and emergencies. There are very ancient in- 
stances and examples of both kinds. Cyprian speaks of private 
consecrations made in prisons for the martyrs and confessors 
in time of persecution. For he gives orders‘?, ‘ that neither 
should the people visit them glomeratim, in great multitudes, 
to raise envy; nor the presbyters, who went to offer the eu- 
charist with them, go more than one at once, and that by 
turns, accompanied only with a single deacon, to decline envy 
and observation.’ There is nothing more certain than that in 
times of persecution the Christians performed all divine offices 
in every place whither necessity drove them: ‘ every place was 
then a temple,’ as Dionysius of Alexandria words it in Euse- 
bius‘9, ‘for them to hold religious assemblies in, whether it 
were a field, or a wilderness, or a ship, or an inn, or a prison.’ 
Lucian’s prison‘‘ was his church, and his own breast his altar 
to consecrate the eucbarist upon for himself and those that 


were with him in confinement. 


sed omnimodis presbyter per se- 
metipsum infrmum communicet. 
Quod si aliter fecerit, gradus sui 
periculo subjacebit. 

42 Ep. 5. ad Cler. p. 11. (p. 176.) 
Etsi fratres, pro dilectione sua, cu- 
pidi sunt ad conveniendum et visi- 
tandum confessores bonos, quos il- 
lustravit jam gloriosis initiis divina 

i io, tamen caute hoc, et non 
glomeratim, nec per multitudinem 
simul junctam, puto esse faciendum : 
‘ne ex hoc ipso invidia concitetur, et 
introéundi aditus denegetur, et, dum 
insatiabiles multum volumus, totum 
perdamus. Consulite ergo et pro- 
videte, ut cum temperamento hoc 
agi tutius possit: ita ut presbyteri 
quoque, qui illic apud confessores 
offerunt, singuli cum singulis dia- 
conis per vices alternent: quia et 
mutatio personarum et vicissitudo 
convenientium minuit invidiam. 

48 L. 7. ¢. 22. (v. 1. p. 347. 10.) 
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In such a case, Tertullian ‘> 


.... Kal was é ris xa’ exacroy Ori- 
eos réros mwavyyupixdy Hiv yéyove 
xen dypds, épnuia, vats, m 
etov, Serperrnptoy. 
wr Vit. Lucian. ap. Philostorg. 
1, 2. c. 13. (Vv. 3. p. 484.3.) “Ore roy 
; Aovxiaydy not peAdovra re- 
Aeuray, xal pnre vady pare 6vcicrn- 
ploy ths rupaymans Bias mrapexovons, 
GAAG pnd dvriveicOa roy Cecpav 
xai mAnyov ovyxepourray, éy r@ oi- 
xeiy OTepyp Gvaxeipevoy riy ppictyy 
Guciay rehecdpevoy, ovra re avTiv 
peracyxeiy, Kai rots dAXous perada- 
Beiv rot axypdvrou Guyparos émirpéyas’ 
éredéaOn O€ 7) lepovpyia év rq cipxry, 
Tov Kuxdecarros auvroy iepov yxopod 
os fon amoBwwivra, éexAnoias oxnpa 
cat aogddAeay Tov pn) Kabopacba ra 
Spdpeva apa rev doeBovvray dva- 
why pourror: 

De Fug. c. 14. (p. 543 b.) Non 
potes discurrere per singulos, sit tibi 
et in tribus ecclesia. 

cc 
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says, ‘three were enough to make a church, when necessity 
would not allow them a greater number.’ It is as evident, that 
private consecrations were made in private houses upon the 
account of sickness. St. Ambrose was thus invited to offer the 
sacrifice in a private house at Rome, as we are told by the 
writer‘6 of his Life. And Paulinus, bishop of Nola, is said 4? 
to have ordered an altar to be prepared for himself in his 
chamber, where he consecrated the eucharist, in his sickness, 
not many hours before his death. Thus Gregory Nazianzen‘® 
tells us, that his father consecrated it in his own chamber; and 
that his sister, Gorgonia‘?, had a domestic altar. Therefore 
we have no dispute with Bona upon this point, nor should we 
have any with his Church, if this were all that were meant by 
private mass in the Roman communion. 

The reader may hence observe the mistake of those learned 
men *°, who assert, that the primitive fathers, though passion- 
ately indulgent towards their sick brethren in granting them 
their spiritual viaticum, yet always took a care that the ele- 
ments should be consecrated in the church. For the instances 
that have been given, both concerning the martyrs and the 
sick, are undeniable evidence to the.contrary. And there 
want not some instances of private consecrations upon other 
occasions. Such as that, mentioned by St. Austin®', m a pri- 


dpev Ovovasrnpion burns, lepeds xéppep 
THY Tedoupevay. 


49 Orat. 11. de Gorgonia. (ibid. 
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i alas ha Vit. eee oe 
. append. p. 3 f. n.10.) Per 
ee tempus, cum trans Tyberinn 
apud quendam clarissimum invita- 








retur, ut sacrificium in domo offer- Az 


ret, &c. [al. invitatus offerret. 

“ Vid. Uranium, Vit. Pauhn. af- 
fix. Oper. (part. 3. p. 726.) Et quasi 
profecturus ad Dominum jubet sibi 
ante lectulum suum sacra mysteria 
exhiberi. Scilicet ut, una cum sanc- 
tis episcopis oblato sacrificio, ani- 
mam suam Domino commendaret. 

48 Orat.19. de Laud. Patr. (t. 1. 
p. 305 b.)“Os, és Baxrppla rR yeipa- 
yeyla xpnodpevos, pipetra: row emi 
Tov Spove Maioéa, xal, ras mapepé- 
pas xeipas els ebyny oynparicas, ovr- 
Tere: rpoOupos f mporedei rod Aaov 
rd pvoThpia, poyace pay dAlyors, 
dcos fabever, Suavoig 8¢, ds €uol 8o- 
xet, xat Aiay redewrary’ & rov Gav 
paros! dyev Bnuaros eri Biparos, 


p. 187 a.) Te Ouocacrapi rip xepa- 
y daurns npoobeioa, peta THs tons 
Bons, xai Sdxpvct rovro mdovcinis, 

ép ris wdéAas rovs wd8as Xpucrov 
pele § fxovea, kal uy mpérepoy ayn- 
ge, } THs tyelas ruxXey dredovoa, 
K.r.X. 

50 Hamon L’Estrange, Alliance of 
Divine Offices, ch. ro. p. 299. (Re- 
print, p. 451.) Though circumstances 
of time and place &c. 

51 De Civitat. Dei, 1. 22. c. 8. p. 
1485. (¢. 7. p. 666 f.) Vir tribunitius 
Hesperius apud nos est, habet in 
territorio Fussalensi fundum Zubedi 
appellatum, ubi cum affiictione ani- 
malium et servorum suorum domum 
suam spirituum malignorum vim 
noxiam perpeti com rogavit 
nostros, me absente, presbyteros, ut 
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vate house at Zubedi, a place in his diocese, which was vexed 
with evil spirits, whither one of his presbyters went to pray 
and offer the sacrifice of the body of Christ, at the request of 
the owner, that it might be delivered from them. And what 
the historians>? tell us of Constantine’s tabernacle, which he 
carried about with him in his camp, where all divine offices 
and the holy mysteries were celebrated, may be reckoned an- 
other instance of such private consecrations. 

11. It was also very usual for the ministers to reserve some And com- 
part of the consecrated elements either in the church, or with BON 5 
them at their own house, to be in great readiness upon all the age 
such pressing occasions. As is evident from the forementioned onlay en 
story of Serapion in Eusebius>?. And Optatus*4 intimates as 
much in that remarkable story which he tells of the Donatist 
bishops, who in their mad zeal against the Catholics threw the 
eucharist, which they found in their churches, to the dogs, but 
not without an immediate sign of divine vengeance: for the 
dogs, instead of devouring the elements, fell upon their mas- 
ters, as if they had never known them, and tore them to pieces, 
as robbers and profaners of the holy body of Christ. The 
same is evident from the like complaint of Chrysostom > con- 
cerning the tumult that happened in his church at Constan- 
tinople, when the soldiers broke into the sanctuary, where the 
holy mysteries were reposited, and many of them, who were 
not initiated, saw the secrets that were concealed within, and 
the holy blood of Christ was spilt upon the soldiers’ clothes, 
as is usual in such tumult and confusion. We may collect the 


aliquis eorum illo pergeret, cujus 
orationibus cederent. Perrexit unus, 
obtulit ibi sacrificium corporis Chri- 
sti, orans quantum potuit, ut ces- 
saret illa vexatio: Deo protinus mi- 
serante cessavit. 

52 Euseb. Vit. Constant. L. 4. c. 56. 
(v. 1. p. 658. 17.) “Ewesra xat rh 
oxnviy TH THs éexKAnGias oXNpart 
mpos Thy éxelyou Tov moA¢uou mapa- 
rafw ovy mod hirtoripia Kare 
Cero’ év 7 TG Oe, rH rs vixns Bo- 
typt, ras ixernplas dua rots émoxé- 
wos woveicOa ésrevdet.—Sozom. 1. 1. 
c. 8. (v. 2. p- 19. 32-) -.-. Senvny els 
éxxAngiay eixagpevny mepreeper, Hvi- 
ka TroAcpios ereatparever’ Gove nde 
€v épnpig Siayovra avroy, } Thy oTpa- 


tiay, lepov ofkov dpotpeiy, dv @ Séor 
Tov Oedv vyveivy, xal mporevyer bat, 
xal puvornpiow peréxew. 

5 L. 6. c. 44. See before, s. 9. 
N. 40, preceding. 

441. 2. p. gs. (p. 49.) Ut omnia 
sacroeancta supra memorati vestri 

iscopi violarent, jusserunt eucha- 
ristiam canibus fundi, &c. 

55 Ep. ad. Innocent. t. 4. p. 681. 
t. 3. p. 519 a.) .... Enda ra dpa 
anéxewro eioedOdvres of orparvrat, 
by eo, cal as tyveopev, apunror 
joay, wavrd te dopey ra tvdor, xai 
1d ay@rarov aiya rod Xporod, ws 
év rocourp OopuBg, eis ra ta&Y mpo- 
eipnuéver orparioray iparia ee- 
xelro. 

CcCcZ2 
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same from what Victor Uticensis5> says of Valerian, an African 
bishop, that he was banished by Geisericus, king of the Van- 
dals, because he would not deliver up the sacrament that was 
kept in his church. Cyril of Alexandria, in one of his Epi- 
stles56, reproves those who said the eucharist was not to be 
reserved to the next day. And in the Council of Constan- 
tinople under Mennas‘7 there is mention made of silver and 
golden doves hanging at the altar, which most probably were 
then used as the repositories of the sacrament kept in the 
churches. Which is also mentioned in Amphilochius’s Life of 
St. Basil5®, but no stress need be laid upon that, because it is a 
spurious writing ; nor need we descend to the second Council 
of Tours*9, or other modern decrees for the proof of that, 
which has so good authority among the more ancient writers. 


Andalsofor 12. It appears also from a canon of the Council of Trullo, 
papal that the eucharist was sometimes reserved for the public use 


aa = of the Church, to be received some days after its consecration, 
no vewcon- particularly in the time of Lent, when they communicated on 
Tre von., such elements as had been consecrated the Saturday or Sunday 
missa pre- in the foregoing week, which were the only days in Lent on 
roeinchaaa which they used the consecration-service, though they com- 
use and ori- municated on other days on such elements as they reserved 
out of the former consecration. The words of the canon® are 
these, ‘that on every day in the holy fast of Lent, except 
Saturdays and Sundays, and the feast of the Annunciation, the 
liturgy of the pre-sanctified gifts shall be performed.’ This 
is best understood from another canon of the Council of Lao- 
dicea®!, which orders, ‘ that the eucharist should not be offered 


55 De Persecut. Vandal. 1. 1. ap. 
Bibl. Patr. t. 7. P 593. (ap. Bibl. 
Max. t. 8. p. 678 f. 10.) Tunc etiam 
sanctus Valerianus, Abensis civitatis 
Sperone: dum viriliter, sacramenta 

ivina ne traderet, dimicasset, foras 
civitatem singularis jussus est pelli. 

56 ye ad Calosyr. in Preef. Lib. 
cont. Anthropomorph. (t. 6. p. 365 


b.) Axove, Sri els dytacpéy ampaxreiy 


papévas trepdve rev Ocioy xrodupSn- 
Spay, nai Ovocacrnpiey, perd Tay 
Aeov éoerepicare. 
58 See before, b. 8. ch. 6. 8. 19. 
v. 3 B 102. n. 63. 

. 3. (ibid. p. 853 e.) Ut corpus 
Domini in altari, non tw imaginario 
ordine, sed sud crucis titulo, com- 
ponatur. 

6 C. s2. (t. 6. p. 1166 €.) "Ev wd- 


dhaoly ray pvorseiy evroyiay, el ao- 
pévot AelYavov airs els érépay npé- 
pav' paivorras 8é ravra Néyovres,x.T.X. 

57 Act. 5. (t. 5. p. 160 b.) Tas yap 
els réroy rou ‘Ayiov Ivevparos xpu- 
owas Te kal apyupas weptotepds Kpe- 


gas rns dyias Tecoapaxoorns ray 
NTTEL@Y nuépats, wapexros 
nal Kuptaxns xai tis dylas rov evay- 
yeXcopov Hyuepas, yiverOw 1) réy wpo- 
nytacpevey lepa Necroupyia. 

61 C. 4g. (t. 1. p. 1505 a.) "Ors od 
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in Lent on any other day except the Sabbath and the Lord’s- 
day.’ Not that they prohibited the communion to be received 
on other days, for it was received every day, but on these 
days they recoived only that which had been consecrated be- 
fore on the Sabbath and Lord’s-day, and what was reserved 
for the communion of these days without any new consecra- 
tion. This is commonly reckoned by learned men the begin- 
ning of this sort of communions upon reserved hosts, though 
it is hard to guess at the reason of the observation. Leo 
Allatius®', who has written two peculiar dissertations upon this 
subject, tells us the reason, which the Greeks themselves allege 
for it, is, that the consecration-service is proper only for festi- 
vals, and therefore all other days in Lent besides Saturdays 
and Sundays being fast-days, they did not consecrate on those 
days, but only commvnicated in the elements which had been 
consecrated before. This he shows at large® out of Alexius 
Aristenus, Matthew Blastares, Balzamon, Zonaras, Michael 
Cerularius, and Simeon Thessalonicensis. Whether this was 
the true reason, or whether it be a good reason, is none of my 
business to inquire; I only observe, that it was an ancient 
practice in the Greek Church, as it continues to be at this 
day 63, though the Latin Cliurch never adopted it into her 
service: for they used to consecrate, as well as communicate, 
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det Teooapaxoory » mpoodepey, by the oblation and merit of this 





, €t py éy ZaBBare nai Kupiaxy pdvoy. 


6! Ep. ad Naudzeum de Libr. Ec- 
cles. Greecor. (Paris. 1645.) Dissert. 
de Missa Preesanctificatorum, ad calc. 
Libri de Consensu Eccles. Orient. et 
Occident. (Col. Agrippin. 1648.) 

62 De Miss. Preesanctif. n.12. (pp. 
1570, 8eq .) Sed queenam causa &c. 

See br. Smith’s Account of the 
Greek Church, (p. 175.) During the 
solemn time of Lent, set apart for 
the severe exercises of penance, there 
is no consecration of the sacrament, 
except on Saturdays, Sundays, and 
the pat of the Annunciation; for 
which cause the other days are 
called dXecrovpynroi. But lest, by 
this intermission, there should seem 
to be a neglect of our blessed Sa- 
viour’s institution, which it concerns 
the Christian Church to observe 
every day, to implore God’s mercy, 


unbloody sacrifice, there is this pro- 
vision made for it, yet so that the 
severities of the Lenten fast shall be 
preserved ; that there shall be ‘only 
celebrated in the intermediate space 
ray mporyiacpevoy ecrovpyia, or 
missa presancitficatorum. Thus, at 
this day, according to the ancient 
custom, about three o’clock in the 
afternoon, when the fast is ended, 
about the time of vespers, (though, 
sometime, the old severe discipline 
being somewhat relaxed as to this 
circumstance, they do it sooner,) the 
priest does receive and exhibit the 
elements which were before conse- 
crated ; so that this solemnity is no- 
thing but an image and re 

celebration of the former consecra- 
tion, except that there are peculiar 
prayers allotted for this service, 
which are to be found in the office. 
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about three in the afternoon, all the days of Lent, as is evi- 
dent from Tertullian®, St. Ambrose®, and many others, of 
which there will be occasion to speak more fully when we come 
to the fasts and festivals of the Church. Leo Allatius thinks 
this missa presanctificatorum is intended by Socrates, when 
he says, ‘on Wednesdays and Fridays, at Alexandria, they had 
all divine service except the consecration of the eucharist:’ but 
it does not appear that they communicated at all upon those 
days, much less upon pre-consecrated elements. However, he 
‘rightly concludes, that Durantus and others, who confound 
this missa presanctificatorum with the missa sicca, or dry 
mass, as they called it, are wholly mistaken : because dry mass 
was a corruption pequliarly crept into the Latin Church, which 
was condemned by many of their own divines, Eckius, Estius, 
Laudmeter, and the Belgic bishops®’, as ‘a mere novelty, a 
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64 De Orat. c. 14. (p. 135 a.) Si- 
militer et [al. de] stationum diebus, 
non putant plerique sacrificiorum 
- orationibus interveniendum, quod 
statio solvenda sit accepto corpore 
Domini. Ergo devotum Deo obse- 
quium eucharistia resolvit? an ma- 
gis Deo obligat? Nonne solemnior 
erit statio tua, si et ad aram Dei 
steteris? Accepto corpore Domini 
et reservato (al. re servata], utrum- 
gue salvum est, et participatio sa- 
crificii, et executio officii. Si statio 
de militari exemplo nomen accipit, 
(nam et militia Dei sumus,) utique 
nulla letitia sive tristitia obveniens 
castris stationes militum rescindit. 
Nam letitia libentius, tristitia soli- 
citius, administrabit disciplinam. 

6 In Ps. 118. Serm. 8. p. 656. 
(t. 1. p. 1073 d. n. 48.) Etai te fames 
quotidianum cogit ad prandium, aut 
intemperantia declinat jejunium ; ta- 
men ccelesti magis te servato con- 
vivio. Non epule parate extor- 
queant, ut ccelestis sis vacuus sacra- 
menti. Differ aliquantulum, non 
longe finis est diei: immo plerique 
sunt ejusmodi dies; ut statim me- 
ridianis horis adveniendum sit in 
ecclesiam, canendi hymni, celebran- 
da oblatio. Tunc utique paratus 
adsiste; ut accipias tibl munimen- 
tum; ut corpus edas Domini Jesu, 
in quo remissio peccatorum est, pos- 


tulatio divine reconciliationia et 
protectionis stern. ....Admonet 
etiam sacrificium vespertinum, ut 
nunquam Christum  obliviscaris. 
Non fea oblivisci, cum lectum 
ascendis, ejus Domini, cui in oc- 
casu diei precem fuderis, qui esu- 
rientem te sui corporis epulis ex- 
pleverit. 

66 L. 5. ¢c. 22. ap. Allat. Ep. ad 
Naudeum. (ut supra p. 23.) Non 
desunt hujusce miss vestigia apud 


antiquos et potissimum Socratem, 
1.5. Hist. c. 22. AvOis 3é ev AXefav- . 


Spela, x.t.A. See before, 8. 5. p. 366. 
n. 63. 
67 Vid. Allat. de Miss. Preesanctif. 
8. 10. (p. 1566.) Cum hac preesanc- 
tificatorum missa missam, cui sicce 
nomen est, confundunt; multis ta- 
men parasangis diversam esse facile 
uisque intelliget, qui utramque con- 
eret. Nam misga sicca est, ut tra- 
dit Eckius in Annotat. ad Librum 
oblatum Ceesari, Art. 21., misese si- 
mulatio, sacerdote agente que sunt 
celebrantis, cum introitu, collecta, 
epistola, evangelio, et canticis, tamen, 
quia non vult communicare, non 
consecrat: ac proinde vere missa 
sicca est, sine corpore et sanguine 
Domini. In presanctificatis corpus 
Christi, antea oblatum, absumitur ; 
quz nonnullorum opinione verum 
sacrificium est, tantorum virorum ac 
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counterfeit, and a perfect pageantry;’ whereas this missa pre- 
sanctijicatorum was an ancient and approved usage of the 
Greek Church, upon the account of which a certain portion of 
the consecrated elements were reserved for the public use of 
the Church upon those days of Lent on which they made no 
new consecration. 

13. But besides this reservation of the elements for public The eucha- 
use by the ministers of the Church, there was another private Tm?" 
reservation of them allowed sometimes to religious persons ; served in 
who were permitted to carry a portion of the eucharist home idee le 
with them, and participate of it every day by themselves in for daily 
private. This custom seems to owe its original to the times of pala 
persecution, when men were willing to communicate every day, 
but could not have the convenience of daily assemblies. To 
compensate for the want of which, they took a portion of the 
eucharist home with them, and participated thereof every day 
in private. This seems very plainly to be intimated by Ter- 
tullian®*, when speaking of a woman marrying an Heathen 
husband, he asks her, ‘ Whether her husband would not know 
what it was that she eat before all her other meat? And in 
another place®, answering the objection which some made 
against receiving the eucharist on a fast day, for fear of break- 
ing their fast, he tells them, according as some copies read it, 

‘they might take the body of the Lord and reserve it; and so 
they might both participate of the sacrifice and fulfil their duty 
of fastmg.’ But I lay no stress on this because it 1s a doubtful 
reading. The testimony of Cyprian”? is more full and preg- 


sanctorum auctoritate patrum suf- 
fulta, ubi sicca a plerisque theologis, 
Estio, Eckio, Laudmetero, et epi- 


[others read it, re servata} utrumque 
salvum est, et participatio sacrificii, 
et executio officii. [QOecehler in his 


scopis Belgis, tamquam recena, et 
non ante tempora Guidonis Roche- 
Friani, auctoris Manipuli Curatorum, 
simulata et histrionica, condemna- 
tur, conferturque cum ccenis Helio- 
gebali, in qe us exhibebantur vi- 

da de diversa materia, que ille 
coenabat: suos nibilominus et ipsa 
habuit defensores. 

68 Ad Uxor. L. 2. c. 5. (p. 169 b.) 
Non sciet maritus quid secreto ante 
omnem cibum gustes? 

69 De Orat. c. 14. (p. 136 a.) Ac- 
cepto corpore Domini, et reservato 


new edition of Tertullian, Lips. 1853, 
retains the reading reservato, citing 
the following words from Murator : 
(t.1. p.572.n.e.) Et hoc eruditis 
compertissimum est, veteres Chris- 
tiane religionis cultores interdum 
consuevisse corpus Christi a sacer- 
dote acceptum deferre, secum ut 
domi et in privatis precibus mandu- 
carent; il oat En) a Conciliis 
postea su est. ELD. 

70 De Laps. p. 132. (p.94.) Cum 
quedam [mulier] arcam suam, in 
qua Domini sanctum fuit, indigni 
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nant, who tells us a remarkable story of a woman, who having 
sacrificed at the Heathen altars, when she came afterward to 
open her chest, where she kept the holy sacrament of the Lord, 
was so terrified with a sudden eruption of fire that she durst 
not touch it. And the ancient author, who writes against the 
Roman shows, under the name of Cyprian7’, brings in one 
going immediately from church, as soon as he was dismissed, 
to the theatre, carrying the eucharist with him, according to 
custom, even among the obscene bodies of harlots. Gregory 
Nazianzen 7? also speaks of his sister, Gorgonia, having the 
eucharist in her chamber. And Basil?® says, it was customary 
in times of persecution for Christians, when they could not 
have a priest or deacon present with them, to take the eucha- 
rist with their own hands. As they who led a solitary life, at 
@ great distance from the priest, commonly took the eucharist 
with their own hands also. And it was customary at Alexan- 
dria, and throughout Egypt, for the people every one to take 
the sacrament home with them. St. Jerom?* also intimates 
the same, when he asks those who thought they might safely 
take the sacrament at home, when they were not prepared to 
do it in the church, ‘Whether they thought there was one Christ 
m public, and another in private? Why they were afraid to 
go tochurch? If it was not lawful to receive it in the church, 
it was not lawful to receive it at home.’ St. Ambrose’* like- 


év "Adefavdpeia 8¢ nal dv Albyunre, 


manibus tentasset aperire, igne inde 
surgente deterrita est, ne auderet 
attingere. 
71 DeS ulis, p.3. in append. 
(p.4.)... Qui festinans ad spectacu- 
lum, dimissus, et adhuc gerens ee- 
cum, ut assolet, eucharistiam inter 
corpora obscoena meretricum tulit. 
Orat. 11. See before, s. 10. 


Nn. 40, preceding. 

is Ep. 289. fal. 93:] ad Ceear. 
Patric. (t. 3. part. 1. p. 267 e.) Td de, 
év rois Tov Stwypov Katpois, dvayKd- 
(er6ai riva, yr wapdvros lepéws f Aes- 
Toupyov, THY xoweviay AapBavew Ty 
Bia xeipt, ppdapse elvas Bapv, weper- 
roy eoTw arodexruva, oid vd rai 
paxpay cuvnGeiay rovro 3: avray réy 
npaypdrer mordcacbas’ mdyres 
ol xara ras épnpovs povafovres, €v6a 
pn éorw lepeds, xowwoviay xaré~ 


xovres a’ éavrdéy peradapBdvovow' 


éxaoros xal ray éy hag redovrroy, 
ws dri rd wreioror, Eyes xowweoviay dy 
Th olxp avrov. ... Tavrdv roivuy dort 
Ty Ovvdue, etre piay pepida béferal 
rou lepéws, etre wodAds pepi- 
Sas dpuov. 
p. go. ad Pammach. (al. 48.] 

(t. 1. p. 226 d.)...Quaread martyres 
ire non audent? Quare non ingre- 
diuntur ecclesias? An alius in pub- 
lico, aliue in domo Christus est? 
Quod in ecclesia non licet, nec domi 


licet. 

78 Orat. de Obit. Fratr. t.3. p. 19. 
(t. 2. p. 1125 c. n.43.) Qui, prius- 
quam profectioribus eseet initi 
mnystertis, In naufragio constitutus, 
cum ea, qua veheretur, navis sco- 

uloso illisa vado, et urgentibus 
inc atque inde fluctibus solvere- 
tur, non mortem metuens, sed ne 
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. wise, in his Funeral Oration upon his brother Satyrus, says of 
him, that he obtained the body of Christ of some that had it in 
the ship, wherein he suffered shipwreck. It is true, indeed, 
this custom was discouraged in Spain in the beginning of the 
fifth century, upon the account of the Priscillianists, who made 
use of it as a pretence to cover themselves among the Catho- 
lics, and yet never eat the eucharist at all. In opposition to 
whom the Council of Saragossa’®, about the year 381, made a 
severe decree, that if any one was found to take the eucharist 
in the church, and not eat it, he should be anathematized. 
And this was seconded by a like decree in the first Council of 
Toledo?7’7._ But as these canons were only made upon a parti- 
cular occasion, and for a particular country, they did not much 
affect the rest of the world. Insomuch that Bona himself 7® 
observes, out of Johannes Moschus and Anastasius Bibliothe- 
carius, several instances of the custom continuing in the seventh 
and eighth centuries. And doubtless it was the doctrine of 
transubstantiation, and the adoration of the host, that per- 
fectly abolished this custom, which was thought inconsistent 
with them. 

14. It must be noted under this head, that though the Yet this 
Church, for the reasons aforesaid, allowed the people to carry peal 
the eucharist home with them, and participate of it in private the public 
by themselves, yet she never permitted any layman to have ~~ 
any hand in the administration of it in her public service. As 
the bishops and presbyters were the only persons that were 
allowed to consecrate the eucharist, so it was the ordinary 
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thecarius in Historia scribit, noctu 


vacuus mysterii exiret ¢ vita; quos 
initiatos esse cognoverat, ab his di- 
vinum illud fidelium sacramentum 
cit; non ut curiosos oculos 
mferret arcanis, sed ut fidei suze 

consequeretur auxilium. 
76 C. 3. (t.2. p.1009 e.) Eucha- 
ristie gratiam si quis probatur ac- 
in ecclesia non sumpsisse, 


ceptam in ec 
anathema git in pares _— 
77 C. 14. (ibid. p. 1225 d.) Si quis 
acceptam a sacerdote eucharistiam 
non sumpserit, velut sacrilegus pro- 
pellatur. 

78 Rer. Liturg. 1.2. c.17. 0. 4. 
(p. 321.) Philippicus, gener Mauritii 
imperatoris, ut Anastasius Biblio- 


ab eo accersitus, timens vite: suz, 
corpus Christi percipere quzsivit, 
utique domi asservatum, antequam 
pergeret ad imperatorem. Seleucise 
sub Dionysio episcopo miraculum 
accidisse narrat Johannes Moschus 
in Prato Spirituali: quidam enim 
servus fidelis sumptam communio- 
nem in die coense Domini, secundum 
consuetudinem illius provincie, lin- 
teo mundissimo involvit, et reposuit 
in armario; dominus autem ejus 
aperiens armarium, vidit omnes sanc- 
tas particulas culmos et spicas ger- 
minasse. 
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office of deacons 7° to minister it to the people. And when any 
laymen presumed to administer it to themselves in the church, 
they were corrected for it®° by ecclesiastical censures. And 
more especially women were debarred from this*! and all other 
offices in the public ministrations, except what belonged to the 
inferior service of the deaconesses, of which I have given a full 


account in another place®?. 


Here I cannot omit the pertinent observation made by Mor1- 
nus 2, and approved by Bona *, as a judicious and true re- 


ee ee es 


pévey daurg Ti gy puoTnpioy 
peraddérea © émurxémov, i 
speofBurépov, f) dtaxévou’ 6 dé ti 


que privs per 
dzmonis es nd on 


tionem fidelium moliebatur, inter 
cetera, quibus plurimos deceperat, 
etiam hoc frequenter ausa est, ut et 
invocatione non contemptibili sanc- 
tificare se panem et eucharistiam 
facere simularet, et sacrificium Do- 
mino non sine sacramento solite 
reedicationis offerret.— Conf. C. 
aris, anno 829. 1.1.¢.4 Jap. Labb. 
C. Paris. 6.] (¢.7. p. 1626 c.) Qui- 
nostrorum verorum virorum re- 
latu, uidam etiam vieu didicimus, 
in qui am provinctis, contra le- 
gem divinam canonicamque inatitu- 
tionem, foeminas sanctis altaribus se 
ultro ingerere, sacrataque vasa im- 
pudenter contingere, et indumenta 
sacerdotalia presbyteris administrare, 
et, quod his majus, indecentius, in- 
aoe est, corpus et eanguinem 
omini populis porrigere, et alia 
quseque, quz ipso dictu turpia sunt, 
exercere. Miranda sane res est, 
unde is illicitus in Christiana reli- 
gione irrepserit usus, ut quod viris 
szcularibus illicitum est, foemine, 
quarum sexui nullatenus competit, 
aliquando contra fas sibi licitam fa- 


cere potuerint: quod quorundam 
episcoporum incuria et negligentia 

provenisse nulli eee est. .. 
Quod autem mulieres ingredi ad 
altare non debeant, et in Concilio 
Laodicensi, ca hae oa. 45-, et in De- 
cretis Gelasii 26., co- 
pioee invenitur. Pee ergo tam illi- 
citum factum, quia ex toto a reli- 
gione Christiana abhorret, ne ulte- 
rius fiat, inhibendum est. 

& B. 2. ch. 22. v. 3. p- 284 ‘ 

& De Poenitent. 1. 8. c. 14. 
8. 2. (p. 553d. 9.) Nec enim in ec- 
clesia conservabatur corpus Christi 
alium in finem quam propter in- 
firmos, una scilicet ex pane con- 
secrato particula. Quocirca sanis 
non erat, extra sacrificii actionem, 
communicandi locus. Consuetudo 
hodierna corpus Christi propter fi- 
delium communionem _reservan 
recens est a monachis Mendicanti- 
ben primum introducta, deinde ab 

s plerisque us ta, que non- 
dum ‘aie Romani itis rubnicas 


a ree 


(p. 322.) Recte obeervat Morinus, 
1. 8. de Poenitentia, C. 14., serva- 
tum antiquitus in ecclesia corpus 
Christi propter infirmorum commu- 
nionem, addense hodiernam consue- 
tudinem plures particulaa reservandi 
ad fideles in ipsa ecclesia etiam extra 
sacrificium communicandos, a Men- 
dicantibus primum introductam, et 
ab aliis deinde usurpatam, ipeo Ro- 
mano rituali refragante, m quo 
nunc etiam decernitur propter in- 
firmos asservari. Sanis veteri ritu 
nullus erat communionis usus extra 
sacrificii actionem, nisi cum per- 
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mark, that the Mendicants were the first that introduced the 
eustom of keeping the sacrament in the church for private 
men in health to partake of extra sacrificium, out of the 
time of public service, in the church. They freely own this to 
be a novelty, and that against the rules of the Roman ritual, 
which orders the sacrament to be kept in the church only for 
the sick. They say the Ancients kept it in the church only 
upon this account, for the sake of the sick; and that they 
allowed no use of the communion to men in health out of the 
tame of the oblation, save only when they permitted the people 
to carry it home with them and participate thereof in private, 
which was a different thing ®* from public communicating in the 
church. 

15. Whilst we are speaking of reserving the sacrament, it A novel 
may not be amiss to make a remark by the way upon a novel sada 
custom, which is related by some of the Roman ritualists about reserving 
the time of Charles the Great. They tell us, it was usual in a me 
those days, in the ordination of a bishop or presbyter, not only @y® and 
to give the new ordained person the communion at that time, veniences 
but also as much of it in reserve as would serve him to partake Te 
of for forty days after. This custom is mentioned by Alcuin ®, 
and the Ordo Romanus §7, and Fulbertus Carnotensis ®®, and 


es i 


misit ecclesia, ut accepta mysteria 
domum deferrent. 

8 The reader, that would see 
more abuses crept into the Roman 
service, may consult the twenty- 
first Session of the Council of Basil, 
Cap. De Spectacuks in Ecclesia non 
Saciendis. (CC. t. 132. p. 655 b, c.) 
Or Mr.Gregory’s Dissertation, call- 
ed Episcopus Puerorem, (int. Oper. 
Posthum. Lond. 1683. 4to.) or, A 
Discovery of an Ancient Custom in 
the Church of Sarum, making an 
Anniversary Bis the Cho- 
risters, where he will see how the 
episcopal office was used to be 
mimicked in pageantry on Inno- 
cent’a Day in many Churches. 

& De Oficiis, c. 37. (ap. Bonam, 
Rer. Laturg. 1.1. c. 23. n. 9. al. 17. 
Pp 245. Oper. Alcuin. p. 1084 e.) 

ontifex ad communicandam por- 
rigit ei formatam et sacram obla- 
tionem, cum accipiens communicat 


super altare, cetera vero reservat 


sibi ad communicandum usque ad 
dies quadraginta. 

87 {In Ordinat. Episcopi. (ap. Bibl. 
Max. t. 13. p. 712 e.) Cum autem 
venerit ad communicandum, domi- 
nus pontifex porrigit ei formatam 
atque sacratam oblationem inte- 
gram: suscipiensque eam episco- 
pus, ipse ex ea communicet super 
altare. Quod vero residuum fuerit 
sibi reservet denuo ad communican- 
dum unoquoque die usque quadra- 
ginta dies expletos: et postmodo 
jussus a3 domino pontifice commu- 
nicet ae cum ceteris epi- 
scopis. Ep. 

Ep. ad Finard. ap. Bonam, ibid. 

. 245. (ap. Bibl. Max. t.8.p. 6 f. 14.) 

piscopus, qui vices Christi tenet, 
sacerdotales viros in plebem sub- 
jectam missurus, sacri corporis eu- 
charistiam quadragenos dies 
sumendam distribuit; et dum, verbi 
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Bona 9 does not pretend to find it in any more ancient writers. 
It is hard to guess at the reason of this custom, and therefore 
I content myself barely to mention it, without further inquiry 
into the mystery of it. I only observe, that sometimes great 
inconveniencies followed upon this long reservation of the sa- 
crament: for it would often grow mouldy, corrupt, and stink, 
and then they were hard put to it to determine which way to 
dispose of it. Sometimes by the negligence of the priest it 
was devoured by mice or other animals, in which case the 
priest was to do penance forty days for his neglect, as Gra- 
tian © cites a canon out of some Council of Arles or Orleans to 
this purpose. But if it grew stale and corrupted, then it was 
to be burnt, by other canons cited by Ivo, and Burchardus™, 
out of the Council of Arles, ordering, that in this case ‘it should 
be burnt, and the ashes of it buried under the altar.’ Which 
Algerus % assures us was the custom in his time, as Bona 
confesses out of him. And the very Canon of the Mass % 
has a rubric still in being, ‘ that if a fly or spider, or 
any such animal, falls into the cup after consecration, the 
priest, when mass is ended, must take it out and wash it with 
wine, and burn it in. the fire.’ And so he must do, if it be 
spilt upon the ground, ‘ he must gather up the earth and burn 
it.’ And yet some of the Schoolmen % cry out against this as 
an horrible sacrilege, to burn the consecrated host, though it 
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gratia, quotidie ccelestis panis ali- 
monia reficluntur, tempus illud in 
mente habeant, ~ per quadraginta 
dies Dominus discipulis apparens, 
et convescens, desideratee visionis 
satietate refecit. 

89 Ibid. (p. 245.) where the fore- 
going authorities are cited. 

# De Coneecrat. distinct. 2. c. 94. 
(t. 1. p. 1964. 30.) Qui bene non 
custodierit sacnificlum, et mus vel 
aoe aoe a illud comede- 
rit, quadraginta diebus poeniteat. 

01" Decret. part. 2. 7 (fol. 66. 
vers.) Si vero per negligentiam, &c. 

2 L. 5. ¢. 50. (p. 99. col. dextr.) 
Omne sacrificium sordida vetustate 
perditum igne comburendum est, 
et cinis juxta altare sepeliendus. 

93 De Eucharist. |. 2. c. 1. (ap. 
Bibl. Patr. Paris. 1624. t. 6. p. 325 


b. 10.) Quod autem etiam a reli- 
giosis incendio tradi, &c. 

% Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 19. n. 2. 
(p. 327.) Quod si contingeret, ut 
ministrorum incuria putrescerent, 
statuit Concilium Arelatense apud 
Ivonem, (part. 2. c. 56.) ut igne 
comburantur, et cinis juxta altare 
sepeliatur ; idque in usu fuisse docet 

erus, 1.2. c. 1. 
Missal. Rom. de Defectibus Mis- 
se, c. 5. (Paris. 1739. cap.10. can. 5. 
Si musca vel aranea vel aliquid aliu 
ceciderit in calicem ... sacerdos ex- 
trahat eam et lavat cum vino, finita- 
que missa comburat, &c. 

% Petrus Paludanus, in Sentent. 
1. 4. dist. 9. queest. 1. art. 3. (fol. 36. 
vers. col. dextr.) Hoatias consecratas 
quamvis mucidas comburere im- 
mane sacrilegium. [The exact words 
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be grown mouldy, which, according to their opinion, would be 
to burn the body of God. 

He that would see to what difficulties the Roman casuists 
are driven upon this point, to tell what becomes of the body 
of Christ when the sacrament happens to be thus corrupted, 
and how they distress and confute one another, may consult 
the learned Aubertin 9’, who has particularly considered their 
several different answers, no less than seven in number, and 
showed the vanity of them all, in that elaborate work of his 
upon the Eucharist against the doctrine of the Romish Church. 

I will not lead my reader too far out of his way with long di- 
gressions about such things, but return to the business of the 
ancient Church. 

16. Though ‘they did not receive energumens, or persons The euchs- 
vexed with evil spirits, promiscuously to the communion, yet plage 
neither did they wholly reject them; but in the intervals of to energu- 
their distemper, if they showed any signs of piety and sobriety, area 
they admitted them to partake of it. This we learn from the = dis- 
Canons of Timothy, bishop of Alexandria, who proposes this 
question %, ‘ Whether a communicant may communicate, if he 
be possessed? And answers it,‘ If he does not expose or blas- 
pheme the mysteries, he may communicate now and then.’ 

And Cassian 99 says, the same resolution was given to the 
question by the Egyptian fathers, who did not use to interdict 
them the communion, but rather desired they should, if pos- 
sible, communicate every day. For by this means they had 
relieved one Abbot Andronicus and many others of their dis- 
temper. So that though the canons and rules of the Church 
seem to drive away the energumens together with the cate- 
chumens and penitents, they are to be understood with this 


are, Sicut fecit [comburendo] aliquis @\Aws més Sdacdnpy, peradapBa- 
sacerdos de hostiis muscidis conse- vére’ py) pév tou cad éxaorny’ dpxei 
cratis; quia hoc est immane asacri- saab ete Katpovs pdyop. 
legium. Ep. Collat. 7. c. 30. (p. 330.) Com- 
7 De Eucharist. 1.1. c. 19. (pp. munionem vero eis sacrosanctam a 
122, 123, 124.) senioribus nostris nunquam memi- 
Respon. Canonic. c. 3. (ap. Be- nimus interdictam: Quin immo, si 
vereg. Pandect. t. 2. part.1. p.165f.) possibile esset, etiam quotidie eis 
"Epernots’ *Edy morés tts Sy Sacuo- impertire eam debere censebant... 
viferat, dpeider peradaBety tev ayiow Hoc namque modo curatum et ab- 
puotnpioy, f of; ‘Améxptots. “Eady batem Andronicum nuper aspexi- 


uh éLayopetvon 7d pvornpioy, pyre mus, aliosque complures. 
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exception: or at least we must say, the Church observed a 
different discipline in different places. 
17%. It would be endless to enumerate here all the particular 
rages crimes for which men were debarred the holy communion; we 
guilty of shall have a more proper occasion to specify them in the next 
rious crime, Volume, when we come to treat more perfectly and distinctly 
selivlget ae. Of the Church’s discipline: it may be sufficient to note here in 
gree soever. general, that all who were guilty of any notorious crimes were 
rejected from participating at the holy table, whatever rank or 
degree they were of, even though it were the emperor himself; 
as appears from the case of Theodosius, whom St. Ambrose 
resolutely and absolutely refused, for a barbarous murder com- 
mitted by his authority upon seven thousand men at Thes- 
salonica, till he had both confessed his fault, and made ample 
satisfaction, a8 the reader may find the story at large ex- 
cellently related by Theodoret?, in his history, and which 
I will relate from him in the next volume in its proper place. 
Some other particular cases are proposed and answered in the 
canons of Dionysius?, and Timothy, and by St. Jerom 4, for 
which, because they are rather private cases of conscience than 
matters of public discipline, I refer the reader to their proper 
authors. 7 

= ard 18. There is one question in a doubtful case, which the 

gamy,or obscurity of some ancient canons has made very perplexed and. 

second =»_ intricate in the resolutions of learned men, which therefore 


XV. tv. 


1L. 5. ¢.17. tot. See afterwards, 
b. 16. ch. 3. a. 5. 

2 C. 2. (ap. Bevereg. Pandect. t. 2. 
part. 1. p.46.) Ilepi ray dy apedpyp 
oe el mpoonjxey atrds ovro 

vaxetpevas els roy otxoy elovévat Tov 
Geov, mwepirrov xai rd sruvOaverOau 
vopi{e’ od yap avras olpat, moras 
odoas xat evAafeis, roAunoey ovrws 
Buaxeysivas, rj pardty eh éylg 
mporedGey, ) Tov gdparos Kal rou 
aiparos Tov Xpiorod mpocayacdat.— 
Ibid. c. 4. (ibid. p. 7,8) OF 8 & 
drpoatpér@ YUKTEpLY] puer yevdpervot 
cat ovros Te di ovverddrt KaraxoXov- 
Ocirwoay, xal éavrovs, eire Btaxpivoy- 
Tat Wepk TOUTOD, Etre 4H), OKOTEITwCAY, 
x.r.X, 


5 Ut supra, c. 5. (ibid. p. 166 d.) 


"Epornots. "Edy yun) ovyyernras 
pera aydpds avris rhy vurra, h arjp 
pore yuvaixds, xal yévnrat pis, opei- 

ovat peradaBeiv, } of; Amdxpeors. 
Oux dpeiAover, rod’ Aroard\ov Boar- 
Tos, M1) drroorepnre GAAnAovs, K.T.A. 
—C. 6. (ibid.) ’"Epdrnots. El yur) 
tay rd xaf eos ose auris, 


Ggeirer mpogépye t Tois puaTnpios 
aurTy TH nLepa, ; ob ; Amdxpiots. OvK 


opeiret, €ws of rabapicby. 
4 Ep. 50. [al. 48. ad Pammach. 
c. 6. (t. I. p. 225 a.) Paulus Aposto- 
lus dicit, quando coimus cum ux- 
oribus nos orare non posse. Si 
er coitum, quod minus est impe- 
tur, id est, orare; quanto plus, 

a majus est, id est, corpus 
bristi prohibetur accipere? 
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may not be silently passed over: that is, the question about marriage, | 
digamy or second marriage, in what sense it excluded men for aaah it 
some time from the holy communion? The penalty inflicted cope ey 
upon them is ‘ abstinence from the sacrament for one year or time from 
two;’ which I freely own, as it is ordered and worded by the dae 
canons of Neocwesarea>, Laodicea®, and St. Basil’, is one of the 

hardest cases we meet with in all the history of the ancient 

Church. Bishop Beveridge and some others think they mean 

only second marriages that are contracted whilst the first re- 

mains undissolved. And if so, there would be no difficulty in 

the case: for a severer penance might be laid upon such as 

retain two wives at once. And therefore others think they 
intended to discourage, though not absolutely to forbid, second 
marriages made successively, after the obligation of the first 

was cancelled by death: but then, how to reconcile this with 

the apostolical rules, is not very easy to determine. Neither 

can it be excused from inclining to the errors of the Novatians 

and Montanists, for which Tertullian pleads so stiffly against 

the Church in his book De Monogamia, and other places. 

I should rather think these canons intended no more than to 
discountenance marrying after an unlawful divorce, which was 

a scandalous practice, however allowed by the laws of Jews 

and Gentiles. And this the rather, because Tertullian’s argu- 

ments against the Catholics imply that they allowed of second 
marriages successively in all except the clergy, and many 
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§ C. 7: (tet. p. 1481 d.) IpecBu- 
repoy eis yduous Sryapouvray ji) 
doriacOa:’ érei perdvotay alrovvros 
rov dctydpov, ris éoras 6 rpeoBurepos, 
6 dia rie éorudcews ovyxararepevos 
Tos yapots ; 

6 é: 1. (ibid. p. 1496 b.) Hepi rov 
Sety xara rdy exxAnotacTixdy Kaydva 
rous €hevéepws xal voulyws cvvapbev- 
ras devrépois yapots, p27) ANabpoyapiay 
gwomnoayras, d\iyou xpévou raped Ody- 
ros, kal cxyoAagdyrwy Tais mpoceuyais 
xal mnoreiass, kard cuyyvopny arobi- 
-SooOa avrois Thy Koivwviay apica- 
"TB .Canonic. c. 4. fap.Oper. Basil. 
Ep 188. Canonic. Prim. } (CC. t.2. p. 


1721 b.) Heptrpcydpwy xai rroAvydpo 
roy aurov Spica (al. dpioaper] xavd- 


va, dv xal ent rov Srydper, avaddéyos. 
évauroy per yap emi rav diyduer, 
Dros 8é Bvo0 ern’ rovs dé rprydpous 
év rptot nal rerpdot modAdns erect 
adopifovow’ dvopd{oves 8€ rd ToOL0v- 
Toy, OUK &r¢ ydpov, GAAd woAvyapiay’ 

adXov 8¢ sropreiay Kexohacpéevny... . 
Zurndecay 8¢ xarehaBopuev, emi ray 
Tprydpwv mevracrias apopiopér’ ovK 


‘amd xavdvwy, GAX’ ard THs TOY Tpo- 


enddérwv dxodovéias. Aci be py 
mdyty avrovs ameipyey ths éxxAn- 
gias' dAX’ axpodcews avrovs aftouy 
éy duo rou éreaw ff rpici’ xal pera 
Tavra émirpemey ovoThnxey peév, THS 
8e xoweovlas Tov dyabot aréxeoOa, 
nat ovrws ervberEapévous xaprdy Twa 
peravoias adroxahioray ro Tém@ THs 
kowwyvias. 
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Churches admitted digamists in that sense even into orders 
too, as I have shown out of Tertullian himself, and Chrysostom, 
and Theodoret more fully in another place®. And if these 
canons intended any thing more, they must be looked upon as 
private rules, which could not prescribe against the general 
sense and practice of the Catholic Church. 
The cor- 19. There was one very corrupt and superstitious practice 
ton ar that began to creep pretty early into the African Churches 
come who and some others, which the Fathers censure very heartily, as 
eterna it justly deserved; that was, giving the eucharist to the dead. 
the dead ~The third Council of Carthage has a canon® to this purpose, 
bythe ‘that the eucharist should not be given to the bodies of the 
Ancients. dead: for the Lord said, Take this and eat. But dead bodies 
can neither take nor eat. Caution is also to be used that the 
brethren may not, through ignorance, believe that dead bodies 
may be baptized, seeing the eucharist may not be given to 
them.’ And this with a little variation is repeated in the Afri- 
can Code!°, where the cause of both errors, as well in baptism 
as the eucharist, is ascribed to the ignorance of the presbyters 
misguiding the people. A like canon was made in the Coun- 
ceil of Auxerre in France, anno 578, a little before the tame 
of Gregory the Great. Which shows that the same abuse had 
got some footing there also. St. Chrysostom}? also speaks 
against it, though he does not intimate that it was practised by 
any Cathohes, but rather, if by any, by the Marcionite heretics, 
who, as they gave a vicarious baptism to the living for the dead, 
so perhaps might give the eucharist to the dead themselves : 
both which absurdities he refutes at once, from the words of 


8 B.4. ch.5. 8.4. v.32. p. 66. Oépara ov8é AaBeiv duvara, obdé 
BD. 42; 4 43> 44- dayeiv’ xal iva py robs On redev- 
9 C. 6. (t. 3. p. 1168 a.) Placuit ravras BarricOiva tomon 7 Ter 
ut corporibus defunctorum eucha- smpeoSurépor cyrna. 
ristia non detur. Dictum est enim er C. 12. Sa 5- p- 958 e€.) Non licet 
a Domino, Accipite et edite: cada- mortuis nec eucharietiam nec oscu- 
vera autem nec accipere possunt nec lum tradi, &c. 
edere. Cavendum est etiam, ne mor- 12 Hom. 4o. in 1 Cor. p. 688. 
tuos baptizari fratrum infirmi- fe 10. p. 378 ¢.) Tion de Preyer,’ Edr 
tas quibus nec eucharistiam pov Ty se gral eal gtd 
dari licitum est fal. cum eucharisti- aipa, OuK 
am mortuis non dari animadverterit]. sae 3 Tots Posed ea rots Faken: 
10 C, 18. (ibid. Pp. 1058 d.)” Hpecey, xéow; elmé pot. Kai wdAw’ “Ay py 
ipa rois odhpact rey reevravray ev- ris doayermnbi ef vdaros xa) Tvevpa- 
xaptoria pt) 800° ye panra: ydp, ros, ob Owwara: ideiy nv Baciciay 


€, payere ra Be Tay vexpay rov Geov. 
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our Saviour. ‘To whom did he say, Except ye eat my flesh, 
and drink my blood, ye have no life tn you ? Did he speak to 
the living or to the dead? And again, Except a man be born 
of water and of the Spirit, he cannot see the kingdom of God.’ 
It appears also, that long after St. Chrysostom’s time there 
were some remains of this error in the Greek Church: for the 
Council of Trullo!® repeats the prohibition in the words of the 
Council of Carthage: ‘ Let no one impart the eucharist to the 
bodies of the dead; for it is written, Take, and eat; but the 
bodies of the dead can neither take nor eat.’ 

20. Bona does not undertake to defend this abuse, but he Parallel to 
does another which is no less absurd, because he found it in the pone 
the practice of St. Benedict, and related with approbation by peti 
Gregory the Great: that is, the custom of burying the eucha- rist with 
rist with the dead. Bona}4 says this was done by St. Basil in he de#4- 
the Greek Church, as is reported in his Life15: but all men 
know the author of that Life to be both a spurious and a 


legendary writer. 


I3 C.83, (t.6. p.1178 d.) Mndets 
Tos THpagt Tey TekevT@YT@Y THs €v- 
xaptorias peradiddra’ yéypanrat yap, 
AdBere, Ghayere’ ra O€ tay vexpay 
cdpata ovd8e AaBeiy Buvavra, ovde 

cy. 
ayy Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 17. n. 6. 
(p. 322.) Notabile est, quod in pree- 
citata Basilii Vita refertur; cum enim 
precibus a Deo gratiam obtinuisset, 
ut suis verbis sacrificium offerre 
posset, accepto divinitus pane et 
vino, ipsisque consecratis, tempore 
confractionis panem divisit in tres 
partes, et unam quidem cum multo 
timore et veneratione sumpsit, alte- 
ram vero una secum sepeliendam 
servavit, tertiam denique in columba 
aurea depositam desuper sacrum 
altare suspendit. Quod ideo hoc 
loco annotandum censui, quia olim 
viguit hic mos consepeliendi mortuis 
eucharistiam, non solum apud Gre- 
cos, sed etiam apud Latinos. Ex- 
stat siquidem exemplum S. Bene- 
dicti, qui, ut Gregorius scribit, Lib. 
2. Dialog. cap. 23. [al. 24.], puerum 
monachum extra claustra defunctum 
sepulture tradi jussit, posito super 
pectus ejus Dominico corpore, quod 
ad hunc effectum ipsemet dedit, ne 
BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


That which he alleges out of Gregory !¢ is 


terra defossum cadaver projiceret, 
sicut antea bis acciderat. Sive au- 
tem id fecerint sancti patres peculi- 
ari instinctu, ne unquam a Domino 
separarentur, sive ex consuetudine 
tunc recepta, hee tamen postmodum 
abrogata fuit. 

15 See b. 8. ch. 6. 8.19. Vv. 3. p. 
To2. n. 65. 

16 Dialog. 1. 2. c. 24. (t. 1. p. 
256 b. 7.) Jussit communionem Do- 
minici corporis in pectus defuncti 
reponi atque sic tumulari. [My 
ancestor consulted the Antwerp edi- 
tion of Gregory’s Works, 1615. 
Consequently this citation must be 
an abridgment of the narrative con- 
tained in the 24th chapter of the 
second Book as cited: where, as 
well as in the Benedictine edition of 
1708, to which the verification be- 
tween the lunar brackets refers, we 
read, .. Quibus (monachis de puero 
e terra ejecto narrantibus) vir Dei, 
manu sua portans communionem 
Dominici corporis, dedit dicens, Ite, 
atque hoc Dominicum corpus super 
pectus ejus cum magna reverentia 
ponite, et sic sepulture eum tradite. 
Quod dum factum fuisset, corpus ejus 
terra tenuit nec ultra projecit. Ep.] 

pd 
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more authentic: for he says St. Benedict ordered the com- 
munion to be laid upon the breast of one of his monks, and to 
be buried with him. He reckons these things were done either 
by divine instinct, or by compliance with received custom which 
is since abrogated. But he produces no rule of his Church to 
show its abrogation. And whatever rules there may be to the 
contrary, it is certain the practice continued still. For not 
only Balzamon'6 and Zonaras’? speak of it in their time; but 
Iso}® says, when the body of St. Othmar was translated, the 
sacrament was taken up out of the dormitory with him. And 
a learned man now living!9 assures us, ‘that he himself and 
many others have seen the chalice, in which the sacred blood 
was buried, dug out of the graves of divers bishops buried in 
the church of Sarum.’ So, that whatever the laws might pro- 
hibit, the profanation continued under pretence of piety among 
the greatest men, but without any foundation or real example 
in the practice of the primitive Church. 


Communicants 


The order 21. We have hitherto considered what related to the com- 
Sore municants themselves; we are now to examine the manner of 


their communicating. Where, first of all, the order of their 
communicating occurs to our observation: which is thus de- 
scribed in the Constitutions®°: ‘ First let the bishop receive, 
then the presbyters, deacons, subdeacons, readers, singers, and 
ascetics; among the women, the deaconnesses, virgins, and 
widows; after that the children; then all the people in order.’ 
In Justin Martyr’s time?!, when the bishop had consecrated, 
the deacons distributed both the bread and the cup among the 





16 Not. in C. Trullan. c. 83. p. 461. 
(ap. Bevereg. Pandect. t. 1. p. 253 e.) 
To pév roe xetpiCer Oat rois apxrepevior 
pera reAeutny dyioy dprov, kai ovrws 
evraquafer Oa, vopi{w yiverOa els 
drorporny ray Saipoviey, xat iva dt: 
avrou epodid(nras pds oupavoy, 6 TOU 
peydAov xal amogroAtxou xatafwbeis 
émayyéAparos. 

17 Ibid. (ap. Bevereg. ibid. f.) [In 
nearly the same terms, except that 
he makes no mention of sepulture 
expressly. Ep. |] 

8 Vit. Othmar. 1. 2. c. 3. ap. Suri- 
um, die 16. Novembr. (t. 6. p. 399.) 
Sub capite et circa pectus viri 
Dei quedam panis rotule, que 


vulgo oblate dicuntur, ita illese, 
atque ab omni corruptione extra- 
nes, ab eodem episcopo invenie- 
bantur, ut in nulla omnino parte 
colorem vel speciem sui amittentes, 
aspicientium oculis infra spatium 
ipsius hebdomade viderentur esse 
confectee. 

19 Dr. Whitby, Ido 


of Host- 
Worship, ch. 1. (p. a nd I my- 
self with many others have seen the 


chalice, &c. 
20 Lib. 8.c.13. See before, s. 7. 
371. D. 75: 
i! ae . See before, ch. 2. 
8.7. p. 258. n. 29. 
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communicants: but in after-ages the bishop or presbyter com- 
monly ministered the bread, and the deacons the cup after 
them. And there are some canons?? that expressly forbid a 
deacon to minister the body of Christ when a presbyter is pre- 
sent, and others** enjoining them not to do it without neces- 
sity, and a license from the presbyter to do so. And it was 
ever accounted so great an absurdity for a presbyter to receive 
from the hands of a deacon, that the Council of Nice thought 
fit to make a particular canon?‘ to forbid it. But by permis- 
sion and custom it became their ordinary office to minister the 
cup?>, and sometimes both species®®, to the people, observing 
the method prescribed to communicate every one in their 
proper order. 

22. Another distinction was made in placing the communi- Some rules 
cants in their proper stations. For though no distinction was o>°"e4 
made in this case between rich and poor; they being all called tion of 
alike to partake together of the same communion”’ as friends vee 
of one common Lord; yet some distinction of place for order’s 
sake was generally observed, though not exactly the same in 
all places, but with some variety according to the different 
customs of different Churches. In the Spanish Churches it 
was customary for the presbyters and deacons to communicate 
at the altar, and the rest of the clergy in the choir, and the 
people without the rails of the chancel, as is plain from a 


22 C. Arelatens. 2. c. 15. (t. 4. 
p. 1013 a.).. Diaconi corpus Christi, 
preesente presbytero, tradere non 
preesumant. 

2 C. Carth. 4. c. 38. (t. 2. p. 1203 
c.) Diaconus, presente presbytero 
eucharistiam corporis Christi populo, 
8i necessitas cogat, jussus eroget. 

* C. 18. (ibid. p. 37 b.) "HAGev e?s 
riy ayiay cal peyddnv cuvodoy, ort &v 
riot Térots Kat wddect Tos mpeaBu- 
repos THY evxaptoriay of SidKovor Be- 
déacw' drep obre 6 xavov, otre 7 
auvnGera rapédexe, rovs efovciay py 
exovras mpooepey, rors mpoapepovat 
&dévat rd cHpa tov Xpiorod, x. 7. X. 

35 Vid. Cypr. de Lapsis. p. 132. 
(p. 94.) Ubi vero, solemnibus adim- 
pletis, calicem diaconus offerre pre- 
sentibus cepit, &c.—Conf. Constit. 
Apost. 1.8. c. 13. See before, s. 7. 
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26 Vid. C. Ancyr. c. 2. (t. 1. p. 
1456 d.) Acaxdvous dpoiws Gvoavras, 
pera 8€ tavra avarra\aicavras, thy 
pev GAnv rip eye, weratoba Ge 
aurovs taons THs iepas Aetroupytas, 
THs TE TOU Gprov h tornptoy avade- 
pe 7) enpvooety. 

27 Vid. Chrysost. Hom. ro. in 
1 Thess. p. 1485. [Corrige, Hom. 11. 
in x Thess. (t. 11. p. 508 e.) Ard 
tavra Oéyera: rovs mAovcious, iva 
ravra dkovowot ra pnuata.... Kai ri 
Oavpalers ef ets ra mpdbupa avrou ove 
drraftot rovs Tovovrovs xabifew; émt 
yap thy tpane{ay avrov my mveupa- 
TUKHY OUK aTraktor Kade avTovs’.... 
GAX’ 6 KvAXOs Kai dvamnpos, 6 yépwy 
kat pdxca nedrecpevos, Kat purroy Kal 
képufay Exwv, dua ro vem TO KAaAG,. 
kat avr@ TO THY GAdoupyida mepixel- 
pévp,. . €pxera tis rpare(ns pedeEwy, 
.. kal ov8epia dori 8taghopd. Ep. ] 
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canon28 of the fourth Council of Toledo; and to this a refer- 
ence is made as to an ancient custom, settled long before by 
former canons?9 in the first Council of Braga. Which implies, 
that there were rules of old about this matter, since the Coun- 
cil of Braga could not mean the Council of Toledo, for that was 
after it, anno 633. The reference must be to more ancient 
canons, such as that of the Council of Laodicea®°, which orders 
‘that none but the clergy only should come to communicate 
within the chancel.’ And this seems to have been the constant 
practice of the Greek Church, where no layman from that 
time, besides the emperor, was allowed to come to the altar to 
make his oblations and communicate there; but this privilege 
was allowed the emperor ‘ by ancient tradition,’ as the Council 
of Trullo?'! words it. And yet even this was denied the em- 
peror in the Italic Church. For St. Ambrose would not permit 
the Emperor Theodosius himself to communicate in this place, 
but obliged him to retire as soon as he had made his oblations 
at the altar. But Valesius3? has observed out of the Epistles 
of Dionysius, bishop of Alexandria, that in the third century it 
was customary, both for men and women, to come and stand at 
the altar to communicate: and Mabillori5® shows, out of Gre- 


Communicants 





3 C.17. (a. 18.] (t. 5. p. 1711 Cc.) 
Sacerdos et Levita ante altare com- 
municent, in choro clerus, extra 


29 C, 31. [al. Bracar. 2. ¢. 13.] 
(t. 5. p. 841 c.) Placuit ut intra 
sanctuarium altaris ingredi ad com- 
municandum non liceat laicis viris 
vel mulieribus, sicut et antiquis ca- 
nonibus statutum est. 


30 C. 19. (t.1. p. 1500 d.) Mdvos Ove 


éfdv elva: rois ieparixois elocévas eis 
70 OvovagTnptoy Kai Kowvereiy. 

*! C. 69. (t.6. p. 1173 d.) My é€- 
€or twi ray anavrwv ev aixois re- 
Aovyrs evBow lepod eicrevas Gvotacry- 
plov' pndapas ém) rovrp rijs Baowhi- 
ns eipyouerns eLovoias xai avOevrias, 
jvixa dy BovAnbein mpoodga dapa rg 


WAdearri, xara twa apyatorarny ma- 


padocry. 
32 In Euseb.1. 7. c. 9. (v. 1. p. 330. 
n.3.) Ac olim quidem, ut dix, at. 
les ad ipsam sacram mensam acce- 
debant, quemadmodum hoc loco 
docet Dionysius, et in Ep. ad Basili- 


dem, c. 3.; ubi de mulieribus, quae 
menstruo sanguinis fluxu laborant, 
ita scribit: Ovd yap avras olyas 
moras odoas Kal evrAaBeis roAunoey, 
ovrws Scaxetpévas, h 1H rpawe(y rH 
ayig mporedbeiv, fj Tou coparos Kas 
Tov aysaros TOV toTou TF, - 
oéa. Ad nem * Dionyel locum 
recte notat Balsamo: ‘Qs éoue de, 
7d tadasdv elonpxovro yuvaixes eis rd 
tagTnptoy, at amd THs ayias Tpa-~ 
we(ns pereAduSavoy: id est, Olin 
quidem, ut apparet, mulseres ad altare 
accedebant, et e sacra mensa partici- 
pabant. Postea tamen, canone 44. 
Concilii Laodiceni, vetitum est, ne 
niulieres ad altare accederent : viris 
autem id ipsum interdictum est in 
Synodo Trulliana, &c. 

33 De Liturg. Gallican. 1 t. c. 5. 
n. 24. (p.§1.) Post benedictionem et 
sacerdotis communionem, fideles 
communicaturi ad altare accedebant, 
etiam mulieres, ut num. 6. nota- 
vimus : contra quam apud Hispanos, 
apud quos sancitum est, Concilii 
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gory of Tours**, that the same custom prevailed in the Galli- 
can Churches. And it is very evident from the second Council 
of Tours, which has a canon®5 to this purpose; that though 
laymen at other times should not come into the chorus or 
chancel, yet, when the oblation was offered, both men and 
women might come into the Holy of Holies to communicate at 
the altar. So that this was plainly one of those rites which 
varied according to the difference of times and places and the 
various usages and customs of different Churches. 

There are a great many other customs relating to the 
manner of communicating, which are of greater moment, and 
become matters of great dispute in these latter ages, and 
therefore it will be necessary to consider and examine them a 
little more particularly, which I shall do in the following 
chapter. 


CHAP. V. 


A resolution of several questions relating to the manner of 
communicating in the ancient Church. 


1. The first and most momentous question of this kind is, That the 
Whether the people, and such of the clergy as did not con- peda ay 
secrate, were generally admitted to communicate in both mitted to 
kinds ? both kinds. 

The principal advocates of Popery, at the beginning of the 


quarti Toletani canone 17., Ut sa- 
cerdos et Levite ante altare commu- 
nicent, tn choro clerus, extra chorum 
lus. Idem fere statutum Con- 
cilii Laodiceni canone 19. Contra- 
rius mos apud Gallos. In secundo 
Concilio Turonensi, canon quartus 
vetat laicos choro misceri psallentium 
clericorum : ad orandum vero et 
communicandum laicis et fceminis, 
sicut mos est, pateant sancta sanc- 
torum. De Guntchramno rege id 
testatur Gregorius, in 1. 9. c. 3., In- 
terea, &c. the following note. 
84 Lib. 9. c. 3. (p. 420 b. 7.) In- 
terea advenit festivitas Sancti Mar- 
celli, que apud urbem Cabilonensem 
mense septimo celebratur: et Gunt- 
chramnus rex affuit. Verum ubi, 
peractis solemnibus, ad sacrosanc- 
tum altarium communicandi gratia 


accessisset, venit quidam, quasi ali- 
quid suggesturus.—Ibid. 1. 10. c. 8. 
(p. 491 a. 8.) Tunc episcopus per- 
misit eum cum ceteris missarum 
spectare solemnia. Verum ubi ad - 
communicandum ventum est, et Eu- 
lalius ad altare accessisset, ait epi- 
scopus, Rumor populs parricidam te 
proclamat esse, §c. 

3 C. 4. (t.5. p.853 e.) Ut laici 
secus altare, quo sancta mysteria 
celebrantur, inter clericos, tam ad 
vigilias, quam ad missas, stare peni- 
tus non presumant: sed pars illa, 
quz a cancellis versus altare dividi- 
tur, choris tantum psallentium pateat 
clericorum. Ad orandum vero et 
communicandum, laicis et foeminis, 
sicut mos est, pateant sancta sancto- 
rum. 


406 Resolution of queations XV. vr. 


Reformation“6, were not wiliaz to own that the universal 
practice of the primitive Church was against the modern sacri- 
lege of denying the cup to the people: and therefore, though 
they confessed there were some instances in antiquity of com- 
munion under both kinds, yet they maintained the custom was 
not universal. So Eckius+? and Harding ?* and many others 59. 
But they who have since con-idered the practice of the ancient 
Church more narrowly are ashamed of this pretence, and freely 
confess, that for twelve centuries there is no instance of the 
people's being obliged to communicate only in one kind in the 
public administration of the sacrament, but in private they 
think sume few instances may be given. This is Cardinal 
Bona’'s‘° distinction, whose words are so remarkable, that I 
cannot forbear to transcribe them: ‘It is very certain,’ says 
he, ‘that anciently all in general, both clergy and laity, men 
and women, received the holy mysteries in both kinds when 
they were present at the solemn celebration of them, and they 
both offered and were partakers. But out of the time of 
sacrifice, and out of the church, it was customary always and 


36 See the three next notes fol- 
lowing. 

37 Enchiridion, c. 10. de Eucha- 
rist. p. 130. (juxt. Ed. Ingolstad. 
1527. c. 9.) Respondent Catholici de 
secundo: Fatemur, hunc usum fu- 
isse in primitiva ecclesia: nec tamen 
universalis fuit usus. [Conf. Hom. 
33- De Sumpt. Eucharist. (t. 4. 
comylect. Homilias de Sept. Sacra- 
ment. fol.g5. verso,ad im.) Principio 
non sane negamus, immo libere pro- 
fitemur, in quibusdam particulari- 
bus ecclesiis, in principio atque de- 
inde aliquanto post, sacramentum 
hoc etiam laicis in utraque specie 
esse porrectum. Grischov. 

38 Harding’s Answer to Juel’s 
Challenge, art. 2. Antwerp. 1565. p. 
go. (Louvain. 1564. fol. 31 verso, 


et og.) 

39 Vid. Bellarmin. de Eucharist. 
1.4. c. 24. (t. 3. p.746.) Quarta ratio 
sumitur ex testimonio veteris eccle- 
size, &c. 

40 Rer. Liturg. 1]. 3. c. 18. o. 1. 
(p. 323.) Certum quippe est omnes 
passim clericos et laicos, viros et 


mulieres sub utraque specie sacra 
mysteria antiquitus sumpeisse, cum 
solemni eorum celebrationi aderant, 
et offerebant ac de oblatis participa- 
bant. Extra sacrifichum vero, et 
extra ecclesiam semper et ubique 
communio sub una specie in usu 
fuit. Prime i assertionis con- 
sentiunt omnes, tam Catholici, quam 
Sectarii; nec eam negare potest, qui 
vel levissima rerum ecclesiasticarum 
Notitia imbutus sit. Semper enim 
et ubique ab ecclesize primordiis us- 
que ad seculum duodecimum sub 
specie panis et vini communicarunt 
fideles ; coepitque paulatim ejus se- 
culi initio usus calicis obsolescere (al. 
abolescere}, plerisque episcopis eum 
populo interdicentibus ob periculum 
irreverentiz et effusionis, quod in- 
evitabile erat, aucta fidelium multi- 
tudine, in qua deesse non poterant 
minus cauti et attentl ac parum re- 
ligiosi.... Hac mutatio facta est 
primum a diversis episcopis in suis 
ecclesiis, deinde a Synodo Constan- 
tiensi canonica sanctione pro omni- 
bus stabilita, &c. 
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in all places to communicate only in one kind. In the first 
part of the assertion all agree, as well Catholics as Sectaries ; 
nor can any one deny it that has the least knowledge of eccle- 
siastical affairs. For the faithful always and in all places, from 
the very first foundation of the Church to the twelfth century, 
were used to communicate under the species of bread and 
wine; and-in the beginning of that age the use of the cup 
began by little and little to be laid aside, whilst many bishops 
interdicted the people the use of the cup, for fear of irreverence 
and effusion, &c. And what they did first for their own 
Churches was afterward confirmed by a canonical sanction in 
the Council of Constance.’ 

This is as fair and ample a confession for the practice of the 
universal Church as we desire, and it serves to show the vanity 
of all those arguments from Scripture and antiquity, that were 
offered at by the first managers of this dispute, to prove the 
practice of communicating in both kinds not to be universal. 
It supersedes also all further trouble of citing authorities in 
this dispute, as unnecessary in a matter so much beyond all 
doubt and exception by the adversaries’ own confession. 
Though the reader that desires to see the‘authorities produced 
at large may find them in Vossius‘!, and Du Moulin*?, and 
more amply in Chamier*?, and a late treatise of a learned 
writer in our own tongue “4, showing that there is no catholic 
tradition for communion in one kind. But Bona not only 
grants us all this, but tacitly answers all the plausible argu- 
ments used by Bellarmin‘> and others, to persuade their 
readers into a belief of the ancient Church giving the commu- 
nion only in one kind. Bellarmin urges the frequent mention 
of reducing delinquent clergymen to lay-communion, which he 


41 Thes. Theolog. disput. 23. de that the Church of Rome and her 
Symbolis Coene Domini, quest. 5. Councils have erred, &c. Lond. 1686. 
(t. 6. PP: 442, seqq.) Vid. preser- to. 
tim, theses 2, 3, 5. 45 De Eucharist. 1. 4. c. 24. (t. 3. 

42 Novelty of Popery, Twelfth p. 749 b.) Quintus ritus erat, usus 
Controversy Pi the seventh Book. communionis laice, que in penam 
(pp. 193; 8 gravis alicujus delicti olim dabatur 

Be Buch pint 1. 8. ¢. . (t 4. Clericis, ablata eis communione cle- 

Pp. 444, seqq.) The title, tramque ricali. Est autem bujus communio- 
speciem fuisse communicatam olim in nis laice crebra mentio in decretis 
peclesia p etuis multis seculis. antiquissimorum Pontificum et Con- 

“4 Dr. Ptnitby, A Demonstration ciliorum, &c. 
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interprets communion in one kind. But Bona‘® rejects this 
notion of lay-communion as utterly false; reflecting tacitly 
upon Bellarmin and other modern writers of his own Church, 
as ‘ignorant of the ancient discipline, who no sooner hear of the 
name lay-communion, but presently they take it in the sense 
that it now bears, and interpret it communion tn one kind; 
which how false it is,’ says he, ‘we may learn from hence, 
that we often read of clergymen being thrust down to lay- 
communion at that time, when laymen communicated in both 
kinds.’ Others draw an argument from that which the An- 
cients call communio peregrina, the communion of strangers, 
which they interpret communion in one kind: but Bona‘? 
takes a great deal of pains to show the ignorance of these 
men, and makes an accurate inquiry iuto the true notion of 
this sort of communion, concluding that whatever it meant it 
did not mean communion in one kind. Bellarmin draws another 
argument or two from the reservation of the eucharist for the 
use of the sick, and from that private and domestic com- 
munion, which we have seen before was allowed to private 
Christians in their own houses, or in a journey, or in the wil- 
derness: all which Bellarmin will have to have been only in 
one kind. But besides that this is false in itself, (for they 
reserved not only one, but both kinds for these uses, as we 
shall see more by and by,) Bona‘® says it is altogether beside 
the question: ‘for the question is not about private and extra- 
ordinary communion in cases of great exigency, but about 
the public, solemn, and ordinary communion of the Church :’ 
concerning which he concludes, ‘no instance can be produced 
before the twelfth century of its bemg celebrated only in one 
kind.’ 


46 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 19. n. 3. 
(p. 327.) Recentiores, qui audito 
nomine communionis, ejus veteri 
notione neglecta id solumconcipiunt, 
quod hodie ea voce significatur, lai- 
cam communionem nihil aliud esse 
putant, quam perceptionem eucha- 
ristiz sub unica specie, aut extra 
cancellos more laicorum. Quod 
quam falsum sit vel ex eo liquet, 
quod szpe clericos ad laicam com- 
munionem detrusos legimus, eo tem- 
pore, quo etiam laici sub utraque 


specie communicabant. 

47 Ibid. n. 5. (p. 327.) Quidam, 
inter quos est Binius in notis ad 
Concilium Ilerdense, eam (commu- 
nionem peregrinam] cum laica con- 
fundunt. Alii existimarunt commu- 
nionem peregrinam nihil aliud esse 
quam perceptionem eucharistize sub 
una tantum specie. Verum quid 
magis alienum a disciplina veterum 
patrum, &c. 

48 Ibid. c. 18. n. 1. 


See n. 40, 
preceding. 
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But then, that he may not seem to give up the cause of his 
Church, and desert it as wholly desperate, he pretends‘? ‘ that 
the change that was made by the Council of Constance, and 
confirmed by the Council of Trent, was against no divine law; 
for communion in both kinds was neither instituted by God, 
nor did the ancient Fathers ever teach it to be necessary to 
salvation.” One would wonder to see discerning men so in- 
fatuated. What words can be able to express a divine institu- 
tion, if those of our Saviour are not, “ Drink ye all of this ?” 
Or how should the Fathers believe communion in both kinds 
not to be necessary, who thought it necessary for children, and 
actually communicated them in both kinds, whenever they 
were capable of receiving it, as we have seen before? But he 
was sensible some of their own Popes have called it a grand 
sacrilege to divide the mystery. Gelasius >° complains, ‘ that 
some received the bread, but abstained from the cup;’ whom 
he condemns as guilty of superstition, and orders, ‘ that they 
should either receive in both kinds, or else be excluded from 
both: because one and the same mystery cannot be divided 
without grand sacrilege.’ Leo the Great>' declaims against 
them after the same manner: ‘ They receive the body of 
Christ with an unworthy mouth, but refuse to drink the blood 
of our redemption. Such men’s sacrilegious dissimulation being 
discovered, let them be marked, and by the authority of the 
priesthood cast out of the society of the faithful.’ 

It is in vain to say here, as Bona does, ‘ that these decrees 
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49 [Ibid. (p. 323.) Hec autem 
mutatio facta est primum a diversis 

iscopis in suis ecclesiis, deinde a 

ynodo Constantiensi canonica sanc- 
tione pro omnibus stabilita, nullo 
profecto spiritualis refectionis detri- 
mento, ut fideles experiuntur, nulla 
divine legis transgressione: quia 
communio sub utraque specie nec 
divinitus instituta fuit, nec unquam 
antiqui patres eam ad salutem neces- 
sariam esse docuerunt. Grischov. 

5 Ap. Gratian. de Consecrat. dis- 
tinct. 2. c. 12. (t. 1. p. 1918. 23.) 
Comperimus autem quod quidam 
sumpta tantummodo corporis sacri 
portione, a calice sacri cruoris ab- 
stineant. Qui procul dubio, quoniam 
Nescio qua superstitione docentur 


obstringi, aut integra sacramenta 
percipiant, aut ab integris arcean- 
tur: quia divisio unius ejusdemque 
mysterii sine grandi sacrilegio non 
potest provenire. 

5! Serm. 4. de Quadragesima, [al. 
Serm. 42. c. 5.] (t. 1. p. 161.).... 
Cumque ad tegendam infidelitatem 
suam nostris audeant interesse con- 
ventibus, ita in sacramentorum com- 
munione se temperant, ut interdum, 
ne penitus latere non possint, ore 
indigno corpus Christi accipiant, 
sanguinem autem redemptionis nos- 
tre haurire omnino declinent..... 
Quorum cum deprehensa fuerit sa- 
crilega simulatio, notati et prohibiti 
a sanctorum societate sacerdotali 
auctoritate pellantur. 
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were only made against the Manichees, who believed wine to be ~ 
the gall of the Prince of darkness, and the creature of the 
Devil, and therefore refused to drink it:’ for their reasons are 
general against all superstition whatsoever, and in their opinion 
the sacrament may not be divided without grand sacrilege, and 
thwarting the rule of the first institution. Which Bona might 
also have learned from another decree related in their Canon 
Law under the name of Pope Julius 52, who says, ‘ The giving 
of the bread and the cup, each distinctly by themselves, is a 
divine order and apostolical institution, and that it is as much 
against the law of Christ to give them jointly by dipping the 
one into the other, as it is to offer milk instead of wine, or the 
Juice of the grape immediately pressed out of the cluster : all 
which are equally contrary to the evangelical and apostolical 
doctrine, as well as the custom of the Church, as may be 
proved from the fountain of truth, by whom the mysteries of 
the sacraments were ordained.’ Does not this plainly imply 
that communicating in both kinds distinctly was according to 
the laws of Christ, and agreeable to his rule and doctrine as 
well as his example? With what face then could Bona say that 
communion in both kinds was ueither instituted by God, nor 
did the ancient fathers judge it necessary? When even some 
of their ancient popes have told us so plainly that communion 
distinctly administered in both kinds is a divine order, and that 
it is grand sacrilege to divide them. And the Ancients always 
administered in both kinds upon this principle, because it was 
the law of Christ, whatever Bona or his partisans can say to 
the contrary. 

As to the other part of the question, whether the Ancients 
did not in some private or extraordinary cases administer the 
sacrament in one kind, we have no dispute with Bona, as being 
nothing to the dispute of public communion by his own confes- 
sion. Though all the arguments made use of by him and Bel- 


52 Ep. ad Episc. Augypt. ap. Gra- 
tian. de Consecrat. distinct. 2. c. 7. 
(t. 1. p. 1914. 59.) Audivimus enim 
quosdam schismatica ambitione de- 
tentos, contra divinos ordines, ct 
apestolicas institutiones, lac pro vino 
in divinis sacrificiis dedicare; alios 
quoque intinctam eucharistiam po- 


pulis pro complemento communio- 
nis i Quod quam sit 
evangelice et apostolice doctrinz 
contrarium, et consuetudini ecclesi- 
astice adversum, non difficile ab 
ipso fonte veritatis probabitur, a quo 
ordinata ipsa sacramentorum mys- 
teria processerunt, &c. 


en ee 
ere ee — 
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larmin in this case are far from being exactly true and conclu- 
sive. For whereas they argue for communion in one kind from 
private and domestic communion, it appears from several in- 
stances that this sort of communicating was often in both kinds. 
Thus Nazianzen*? says of his sister Gorgonia, ‘ that she laid up 
the antitypes both of the body and blood of the Lord.’ And 
St. Ambrose *+, speaking of his brother Satyrus and others at 
sea, expresses the matter in such terms as plainly imply that 
they both ate the bread and drunk the wine. And whereas 
again they say the communion reserved in the church for the 
use of the sick was only in one kind: the contrary is evidently 
proved from Justin Martyr *5, who says the deacons were used 
to carry both the bread and wine to the absent; and from St. 
Chrysostom’s 5 complaint to Pope Innocent, that, in that hor- 
rible assault that was made upon his church, ‘the holy blood of 
Christ was spilt upon the soldiers’ clothes.’ Which Baronius 57 
himself brings as an argument to prove that they were used to 
reserve the sacrament in both kinds in the church for the use 
the sick. They argue further from the example of such as 
took long journcys or went to sea, that they always communi- 
cated in one kind. But Baronius®® proves in the same place 


53 Orat. 11. de Gorgonia. (t. 1. 
p. 187 a.) Ei mov ray aytirimey tov 
riziov owparos 7H TOU aiparos 7 yelp 
éOnoavpicev. 

54 Orat. de Obit. Fratr. (t. 2. p. 
1126 e. n. 46.) Quantum arbitraba- 
tur si ore sumeret [panem] et toto 
pectoris hauriret arcano | vinum]. 
—Conf. Vossii Thes. Theolog. p. 
517. ex Tappero. [Disput. 21. de 
Symbolis ccenze Domini, thes. 4. 
quest. 3. (t. 6. p. 436.) Preetereo 
historiam de Satyro fratre B. Am- 
brosii, quem corpus Domini secum 
in navi habuisse, testatur idem Am- 
brosius: ex quo simul, et ex Ser- 
mone Cypriani De Lapsis, videtur 
ee illis temporibus sanguinem 

omini ex calice omnes bibebant, 
et quod corpus Domini tis in manus 
dabatur, ut vel statim sumerent, vel 
secum portarent domum, ibique su- 
merent, ita ut per intervalla tempo- 
rum biberent ex calice Domini, et 
corpus Domini manducarent. Ep.] 

Apol.2. p.97. See before, ch. 2. 
8.7. p. 258. n. 29.—Thus also, some 


think, we may take St. Jerom speak- 
ing of Exuperius, bishop of Tou- 
louse, [Ep. 4. al. 125. ad Rustic. 
Monach. (t. 1. p. 941 @ 4.) cited 
before, b.8. ch. 6. 8.21. v. 3. p. 106. 
n. 87.) Nshkil illo ditius, qui corpus 
Domini canistro vimtneo, sanguinem 
ortat in vitro, meaning his carrying 
oth kinds to the sick. 

56 Ep. ad Innocent. t. 4. p. 681. 
See before, ch. 4. 8. 11. p. 387. 0. 55. 

57 An. 404. (t. §. p. 196 e.) Sed 
hic, lector, considera quam procul 
abhorreant a patrum traditione usu- 
que Catholice ecclesiz, qui nostro 
tempore heretici negant asservan- 
dam esse sacratissimam eucharis- 
tiam, quam videmus, non sub specie 
panis tantum, sed etiam sub specie 
vini, olim consuevisse recondi. 

68 Ibid. ex Greg. M. Dialog. 3. 
c. 36. (e.) Habes id quoque proba- 
tum auctoritate S. Gregorii, Romani 
pontificis, dum ait in navi portasse 
navigantes Christi corpus et san- 
guinem. 
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from the authority of Gregory the Great, that they who went 
to sea carried both the body and blood of Christ along with 
them in the ship. And Bona 59 himself tells us there are some 
instances of the communion being carried in both kinds to her- 
mits and recluses in the wilderness, as he gives an example in 
Maria Hgyptiaca out of Sophronius. They urge likewise the 
use of the presanctified sacrament, which the Greeks used all 
Lent, except on Saturdays and Sundays, as has been noted 
before; and the Latins on the Parasceue or Good Friday ; 
and this they pretend to tell us, with great confidence, was 
only communion in one kind: for they reserved only the bread 
and not the wine for this sort of communion. Bellarmin 
refers us to abundance of authors for this, as Pope Innocent, 
Ep. 1. c. 4., who has not a word about it; and Gregory’s Sa- 
cramentarium, and the Ordo Romanus, in Officio Parasceues, 
and Rabanus Maurus, and Micrologus. But Cassander 5 has 
unluckily spoiled this argument, and inverted it upon them. 
For he has observed, and Vossius ® after him, that the Ordo 


59 Rer. Liturg. ]. 2. c. 18. n. 2. 


ex Vita Maris Aigyptiace. (p. 324.) 
Non nego, aliquando simul cum 
corpore Christi sanguinem quoque 
extra ecclesiam delatum, in Vita e- 
nim S. Maris A‘gyptiace, a So- 
phronio conscripta, legimus, quod, 
cum in vasta eremo annis 57. vitam 
rigidissimam egisset, ab abbate Zo- 
zimo Dei nutu reperta, sibique mor- 
tem imminere cognoscens, rogavit 
illum, ut revereus in monasterium, 
divini corporis et vivifici sanguinis 
portionem in vaso sacro sibi afferret, 
quia nunquam communicaverat, ex 
quo desertum ingressa fuerat. Ile 
vero statuto tempore mittens in mo- 
dico calice intemerati corporis et 
pretiosi sanguinis portionem ad eam 
attulit, quae susceptis sacris myste- 
riis in pace quievit. 

60 [De Eucharist. 1. 4. c. 24. (t. 3. 
Pp. 749-) Quintus ritus erat usus 
communionis laicee, que in poeenam 
gravis alicujus delicti olim dabatur 
clericis, ablata eis communione cle- 
ricali. Est autem hujus communi- 
onis laice crebra mentio in decretis 
antiquissimorum Pontificum et Con- 
ciliorum, &c. Grischov. | 

61 De Communione sub utraque 


Specie. (p. 1027. sub med.) Gravi- 
ores auctores, qui ante aliquot sx- 
cula de ecclesiasticis officiis scripse- 
runt, Ordinis Romani auctoritatem 
ad comprobandam plenam populi 
communionem ex hoc ipso ritu ad- 
ducunt. In quo ordine jubetur, ut 
in Parasceue vinum non coneecra- 
tum cum Dominica oratione et Do- 
minici corporis immissione conse- 
cretur: ut populus plene possit 
communicare, sive, ut alius quidam 
in Ordinario Romano legi affirmat, 
ut contractu Dominici corporis in- 
tegra fiat communio. Idem censen- 
dum de liturgia mporyacpéver, id 
est, presanctificatorum, sive imper- 
fecta, que apud Grecos per Qua- 
dragesimam celebrabatur quinque il- 
lis diebus hebdomade, qui sunt 
preter Sabbatum et Dominicum, 
bce oblatio et consecratio non 
ebat, sed sola ex presanctificatis 
distributio. Nam et illic vinum et 
vp in calicem mittitur, et in pre- 
cibus ante communionem corpus et 
sanguis Domini commemoratur. 

64 ‘hes. Theolog. disput. 23. ut 
supra, thes. 5. queeat. 5. p- 519. (t. 6. 
p- 448.) See the words in the pre- 
ceding note. 
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Romanus, in the Office of Good Friday, appoints wine to be 
consecrated with the Lord’s Prayer, by putting some of the 
preconsecrated body into it, ‘ ut populus plene possit commu- 
nicare, that the people may have the full communion in both 
kinds.’ And the same is to be said of the Greeks’ presanctified 
communion: for in that liturgy wine and water is ordered to 
be put into the cup, and then in their prayers before the com- 
munion the elements are called the body and blood of the 
Lord. So Cassander. But Leo Allatius ®, who wrote a pecu- 
har dissertation upon this subject, has more effectually ruined 
this argument, which it is a wonder Bona should not observe, 
who so often refers to his dissertation and commends it. For 
he shows out of the Greek writers, Nicolas Cabasilas © and 
Simeon Thessalonicensis ©, that in this communion there were 
both the elements of bread and wine, either consecrated before 
or by the touch of one another. So that this argument not 
only proves nothing to their purpose, but ruins the hypothesis 
of the objectors. For this presanctified communion of the 
Greeks was in both kinds. And the vory prayers in this 
liturgy, both before and after the communion, as Allatius 
there observes, evidently show it. For the priest thus prays 


63 De Missa Presanctif. (p. 1559.) perd rov Oeordrov aiparos. — Re- 


Dicitur spory:acpéver, presanctii- 
catorum, &c. 

64 Expos. Missee, c. 24. ap. Allat. 
ibid. (ap. rae Patr. Greec. Lat. t. 2. 
p. 230 c. 8.) Et d€ tives rO¥ mpoo- 
werrévroy eiowdvrs pera Tov badpay 

@ lepet ws capa Xpiorot cal alya 
Ta xous(épeva 3apa Mpooxvuvovat, Kai 
Gcadeyorrat, awd ths eiod8ou rap 
sporyiacpévay sdapay nmarnOnoay, 
dyvonoarres ad dcadbopay THs right 
ylas rabrys, xdxeisns’ avr) wey yap 
ev ravrn ty eioddp aOvra [1 fale Bore 
exe ra Sapa, nal orm reredeopéva" 
éxeivy d¢ Tédeua Kai iyiacpéva, xal 
cépa kai aipa Xpiorrov. 

Opusc. cont. Heres. (ap. Allat. 
ibid. p. 1560.) Kal 9 down} yiverat 
ourjOns dxoovbia Toy mporyacpe- 
voy, Gre kal ev TH Toy ayicov eladdpp 
det nuas paddop t bromine, ws rere- 
Acopevav dyrwy Tay Geicoy Sdpow, xa) 
avrov rod Lerypos 7 pov adnbas dv- 
Tos’ avrd ydp éort, 0 Karexoperoy oF 


év r@ dioxe, Td mavdytoy avrov copa 


spons. ad Gabriel. Pentapolit. (ibid. 
P- 1561. ) Kai epi pev Thy évyarny 
Spay rauTny teAovpey THY rederi}y, 
drogé{ovres rov Spoy ris myoreias, 
Gnaf mpos donépav éaGiovres” ayta- 


“~ 


(éueda d¢ rais ebxais, xal ™ é 
Tov dpbahpér, dua rp vot avroy 
Spayres roy Kuptoy, xarexdpuevoy td 
trav iepéwy, xal els Dacpoy mporBe- 
pevoy, Kai peradidépuevoy rois afios 
77s avrov Kowevias’ dre xal Tpoo- 
wine aire Geppas éheDopev én’ 
eddous, kat ovyxepnow eareicbat 


TOY éopadpiver, cai Tayrev pepvn- 
cba moray, Enhovdre Kara TOY Kat- 


poy rns eloddov, nvixa emi xeadns 
auroy ? KATEXEL 6 iepeds. (Kai yap rere- 
Teopéva eict ra puornpta, cal aired 
70 c&pa cal aipa Xptorot’ xal ei mpd 
rou reheoOijvat dfva repaoas ra 8a- 
pa, os avrirura, cal aiepopéva eq, 
TONAG ye paAdov rereeopéva dvra 


1H Geta xdpere dea THs lepovpyias, Kai 
spa dss, Kai ala redovvras 
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before communion 6; ‘ Vouchsafe by thy mighty power to im- 
part to us thy immaculate body and thy precious blood, and 
by our ministry to all the people.’ And after communion & : 
‘We give thee thanks, O Lord, the Saviour of all, for all the 
good things thou hast given us, and for the participation of the 
holy body and blood of thy Christ.’ And Allatius 6 observes 
further, that the same sort of communion in both kinds was 
used on Good Friday in Spain by the order of the Mozarabic 
Liturgy, which agrees with what Cassander observed before 
out of the Latin Church. And that which led Bellarmin and 
Bona into the mistake to take this for communion in one kind, 
was, that both the Greek and Latin Church reserved only the 
bread, and not the wine, for this service, but when they came 
to communicate they put the preconsecrated bread into a cup 
of wine, and said the Lord’s Prayer and some other prayers, 
and that was esteemed a consecration of it, and so they pro- 
ceeded to communicate in both. 

I have been a little more particular in explaining this rite, 
because it is the only instance our adversaries can urge, with 
any colour, of public communion in one kind; which yet, when 
rightly understood, we see, is no argument for them, but di- 
rectly against them. And at this day the Greeks, and Ma- 
ronites, and Abyssins, and all the Orientals, never communicate 
but in both kinds, as Bona himself ®9 confesses out of Abraham 


66 Ibid. n. 19. (p. 1891.) Kal xa- 
rafiocoy TH Kparag cov yxeupl pera- 
Govvat Huy tov dypayrov oapards 
Gov, Kai Tov riysiov aiparos, cat 3: 
Hey wavtTi To Aa@. 

67 | Thid. Etyapworoduéy co Te Tw- 
Thpt Teav cAav Oe@ emi macw ols 
apexes nuiy dyaboss, kai enity pe- 
radnet Tov ayiov Tdparos Kal aipa- 
ros rov Xpiorov cov. Greschov. 

63 Ibid. n. 18. ex Missa Mozarab. 
in die Parasceues. (p. 1589.) Et de- 
inde accipiat patinam, et mundet 
eam super calicem cum pollice; et 
mundatam ponat eam sub mento, et 
postea sumat vinum de calice cum 
sua particula; que, secundum quos- 
dam, consecrat vinum in calice. 

69 Rer. Liturg. 1.2. c.18. n. 2. (p. 
324-) Quod vero subjungit, duobus 

isce casibus exceptis, caeteros omnes 


cujusvis setatis et conditionis sub u- 
pe specie communicare, id sa- 
cerdotes Maronite in urbe degentes, 
ame consulti, de his intelligendum 
testantur, qui intra eeclesiam com- 
municant. Liber enim Constitutio- 
num Ecclesie Orientahs, quem ci- 
tat Abraham Ecchellensis Epist. ad 
Nihusium, postquam decrevit, c. 3. 
8. 3., non licere sacerdoti praebere 
corpus sine sanguine, statim subdit, 
Ezceptis egrotis, et qui longe distant 
ab ecclesia, et qus impedientibus sunt 
distractt negottis, ut sunt pastores et 
agricole, qui incolunt villas, nec 
habent ecclesias, nec ecclestam remo- 
tam adire possunt : similtter quoque 
mulieres, presertim cum timetur, ne 
kine accidat eis tgnominia aliqua 
propter itineris distantiam: deferre 
autem ad hos calicem, periculosum 
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Echellensis® and other writers. And as to other instances of 
the sick or infants, or men in a journey, who communicate only 
in one kind, if they were never so true, as we see many of them 
are false, they are private and extraordinary cases, that relate 
not to the public communion of the Church, and so come not 
within the state of the present question, which is only about 
public communion, and not what was done in some very parti- 
cular and extraordinary cases. 

2. Having thus despatched this grand question about com- That in re- 
munion in one kind, and showed the practice of the Church to orn finde 
be constantly to receive in both elements; we are next to in- they always 
quire, Whether they received them both separately and dis- Tyccivedthe 
tinctly, or the one dipped into and mixed with the other. distinctly, 

The modern Greeks have a custom?°, which they have re- ae a oed’ 
tained for some ages, of dipping the bread into the wine, and intheother. 
ministering it so mixed in a spoon to the people. Some learned 
men, among whom are Latinus Latinius7! and Arcudius??, 
make this custom as ancient as the time of Pope Innocent and 
St. Chrysostom: but Habertus?3 and Bona’ prove there 


est valde, tdeoque sine san- the chalice lifted up in his hands, 


guine detur illis. Simili modo apud 
Abassinos viaticum moribundis pre- 
beri sub unica specie panis Lucas 
Holstenius ad Nihusium scribit ex 
certa et fida sacerdotis Abassini re- 
latione: idque mihi sciscitanti duo 
ejus nationis monachi, viri graves 
et senio yenerabiles, quos per inter- 
pretem allocutus sum, confirma- 


runt. 

69 [A learned Maronite of the se- 
venth century, and Professor of Sy- 
riac and Arabic in the Royal College 
at Paris. He died at Rome, 1664. 
He wrote the Eutychius Vindicatus 
against Selden and Hottinger, Rome 
1661. 4to. In his works, which were 
many, he combines the sentiments 
of the Orientals with those of the 
Church of Rome against the Pro- 
testants. See Chalmers’s Biograph. 
Diction., v. 13. p.12. Ep.] 

70 Dr.Smith’s account of the Greek 
Church, (p. 141.) After they, within 
the sanctuary or holy place, have 
been partakers of the divine and 
tremendous mysteries, the deacon, 
standing at the middle door, with 


invites the communicants to ap- 
proach: Come, brother, in the fear 
of God, with faith and charity. [Mera 
aa Geov nal dydmns mpowenOere. | 
e then dips a spoon, Aafis, into 
the chalice; and taking out a bit or 
bits, which are usually very small, 
of the consecrated bread, called pap- 
yapiras, or pearls, soaked in and 
floating upon the wine, he puts it to 
their mouths, saying to each, The 
precious and holy body and blood 
of our Lord and Saviour Jesus 
Christ are given to thee for the re- 
mission of thy sins and eternal life, 
[MeradapBavere Td riptoy ai dytov 
o@pa cal alua rov Kupiov ral Ear7- 
pos nay "Incotd Xpiorou, els adeow 
ray auapri@y cov, cai eis (wy ai- 
ey mare 
a nton. Augustin. ap. 
onan, See n. 74, following, . 
72 De Concordia Eccles. Orient. 
et Occident. 1. 3. c. 5. (p. 332 d.) 
See also, as cited by Bona, the se- 
cond part of n. 74, following. 
73 Archierat. part. 10. observ. 10. 
(p.271.) Quintum observatione dig- 
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could be no such custom in those days, it being altogether con- 
trary to the usage of the Church in that age to mingle the ele- 
ments together, or minister them any otherwise than separate 
to the people. And indeed there is nothing more evident than 
this in all the writings of the Ancients, who speak of delivering 
the bread first with a certain form of words, and after that the 
cup with another form, as we shall see more by and by?>, and 
that commonly by distinct persons; a bishop or a presbyter 


num est, eucharistiam aliquando sub 
panis specie seorsim porrectam fu- 
isse, contra quam fit hodie apud 
Greecos, qui laicis micellam sancti 
panis, calici injectam et intinctam, 
cum cochleari (Aa8i8e vocant) porri- 
nt... Postea vero et nunc, ut jam 
ixi, communicant laici, porrecto eis 
corpore simul et sanguine ex coch- 


eari. 

74 Rer. Liturg. 1. 1. c. 23. n. 8. 
al. 16. (p. 244.) Cur vero fermenti 
nomen ipsi sacramento tributum sit 
expendens Latinius duas causas com- 
miniscitur, que pace tanti viri mihi 
prorsus absurde, et a moribus illo- 
rum temporum ex toto alien vise 
sunt. Appellabatur autem fermen- 
tum, inquit, zon quia aliquid kaberet 
commune cum fermento, aultmur 
ad panem fermentandum, sed ea for- 
tasse ratione, vel quia velut massa et 
conspersto esset utriusque partts sa- 
cramentt, corporis videlicet et san- 
guinis, ita mixta, ut nullo modo se- 
parars posset. Vel quia eadem ipsa 
massa proprie fermenti vicem obtine- 
ret in alta majors massa fermentan- 
da, que satis esse posset ad popu- 
dum cujusque tituli communicandum. 
Hane vero mixtionem eo cousilio 
factam arbitratur, ut Manichei, qui 
a vino abhorrebant, detegerentur: 
nam mittens Pontifex illud fermen- 
tum presbyteris precipiebat, si La- 
tinio credemus, wt per eosdem pres- 
byteros plebi universe Wstanti dik- 
gentissime declararetur fermentum 
sliud a summo Pontifice confectum et 
consecratum cum admiztione utrius- 
que spectet, eo consilio fuisse, ut qui 
cum Catholica ecclesia sentirent, et 
sn ejus communione manere vellent, 
dum iliud sumerest, profiterentur, se 
sub specie pants et vini simul mizta 


eucharistiam accipere, et tam panis 
quam vini Creatorem Deum sce~ 
re, et non Principem tenebrarum, ut 
de vino in Creatoris omnium inju- 
riam Manichei blasphemi asserebant. 
At missum ex hoc motivo fermen- 
tum, nec ex Actis Melchiadis et Si- 
ricii, nec [ex] Epistola Innocentii 
ulla ratione colligi potest. Nulla 
item assertee mixtionis utriusque 
speciei apparet neceasitas ad dete- 
gendos Manicheos. Cum enim tunc 
sub ubadue leper) fideles commu- 
nicarent, multo facilius deprehendi 
poterant, si a sanguinis poculo, per 
diaconum porrecto, abstinerent; quo 
indicio sub Leone Magno eos prodi- 
tos ex ejus Sermone 4. de Quadrag. 
constat. Nihil etiam legimus in 
scriptoribus illorum temporum, quo 
Latinii conjectura inniti queat. De- 
inde mixtio corporis et sanguinis 
tunc inaudita fuit, et a moribus ac 
ritibus ecclesise omnino per illa tem- 
pora dissidebat, ut 1.2. palam fiet, 
cum de communione intincta disse- 
remus.—Ibid. 1. 2. c. 18. n. 3. (p. 
325.) Suspicatur Arcudius (1. 3. c. 
53-) hanc communionem [recentio- 
rum Grecorum] originem traxisee 
ex facto mulieris Macedoniane su- 
pra commemorate, que celebrante 
Chrysostomo se Catholicam simu- 
lans de manu ejus eucharistiam sus- 
cepit, quam ancille occulte dedit, et 
alium panem ab eadem acceptum 
ori imposuit, qui in lapidem versus 
est. nusquam lego hoc factum 
occasionem dedisse veterem ritum 
immutandi, et ex scriptis Chryso- 
stomi constat diaconum sanguinem 
distribuisse: quo munere fungi de- 
siit, cum panis sacer sanguine tin- 
ctus cochleari preeberi ccepit. 
78 See a. 8, of this chapter. 
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ministering the one, and a deacon the other. So that it is need- 
less to multiply testimonies to show, that mixing of the ele- 
ments is a novel invention. I only note one passage of an 
Epistle, that goes under the name of Pope Julius in Gratian’s 
Collection’>, which seems to hint at the beginning of the prac- 
tice, and condemns it as a great corruption, contrary to the 
primitive institution of our Saviour. ‘Whereas,’ says he, ‘some 
give the people the eucharist dipt in the cup for a complement 
of the communion, this has no authority to be produced for it 
out of the Gospel, where Christ commended his body and blood 
to his disciples. For the Gospel speaks of the bread being 
apart and the cup apart, by themselves.’ This is repeated in 
the same words in the third Council of Braga’, anno 675. 
Bona tells us further, out of Micrologus?’, that it was for- 
bidden by the old Ordo Romanus; and that Humbertus de 
Sylva Candida7®, who wrote against the Greeks in the middle 
of the eleventh century, declaims bitterly against it; though 
he thinks, with more zeal than he needed to do, for a very 
good reason we may be sure, because the same practice, as 
much an abuse as it was, and contrary to the first institution, 
was not long after authorized in the Roman Church. For Pope 
Urban the Second, in the Council of Clermont79, ordered it in 


78 De Consecrat. distinct. 2. c. 7. 
See before, s. 1. p. 410. 0.52, and add, 
Quod, pro complemento communio- 
nis, intinctam tradunt eucharistiam 
populis, nec hoc prolatum ex evange- 
io testimonium recepit, ubi Apostolis 
corpus suum et sanguinem commen- 
davit. Seorsum enim panis, et se- 
orsum calicis, commendatio memo- 
ratur. Nam intinctum panem aliis 
Christum przbuisse non legimus, 
excepto illo tantum discipulo, quem 
intincta bucella Magistri proditorem 
ostenderet, non que sacramenti hu- 
jus institutionem signaret. 

76 (Al. Bracar. 4.| c. 1. (t. 6. p. 
562 c.) Quidam ..... eucharistiam 
quoque vino madidam pro comple- 
mento communionis credunt populis 
porrigendam. 

77 C. 19. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 18. p. 
477 ¢. 8.) Non est authenticum 
quod guidam corpus Domini intin- 
gunt, et intinctum pro complemento 
communionis populo distribuunt ; 
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nam Ordo Romanus contradicit. 

78 Refutat. Calumniar. Michael. 
Cerularii. [Cited by Vossius, Thes. 
Theolog. disput. 13. thes. 8. (t. 5. 
p- 450.) Deinde quod sanctum pa- 
nem vite seterne in calice intritum 
cum cochleari sumere consuestis, 
que opponitis? Neque enim ipse 

ominus panem in calice vini intri- 
vit, et sic Apostolis dedit, dicens, 
Accipite et cum cochleart comedite, 
hoc est enim corpus meum: sed, sic- 
ut sancta Romana ecclesia usque 
nunc observat, panem integrum be- 
nedixit, et fractum singulis particu- 
latim distribuit, dicens, Acctpite et 
comedtte ; hoc est corpus meum. Qui- 
bus, postquam ccenatum est, cali- 
cem porrexit dicens, Bibite ex eo 
omnes. 

79 [Anno 1095. C. Claromont. 1. 
c. 28. (t. 10. p. 508 e.) Ne quis com- 
municet de altari, nisi corpus separa- 
tim et sangumem similiter sumat, 
nisi per necessitatem, et per caute- 
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case of necessity so to be administered to the sick, and in other 
cases out of abundant caution, for fear the blood should at any 
time be spilt. 

However, it had various fortune in the Roman Church. For 
Paschal II. not long after revoked the license of his prede- 
cessor, and ordered?79, that neither infants nor the sick should 
have the communion mixed, but rather take the blood alone, 
which he thought more decent than to give the bread dipt in 
the cup. Yet this did not satisfy the Council of Tours, men- 
tioned by Ivo ®%, for they thought still, that the sick, in case of 
necessity, ought to have it dipt, that they might have it in 
both kinds, and that the presbyter, who administered it, might 
say with truth, The body and blood of our Lord Jesus Christ 
be unto thee for remission of sins and eternal life! The men of 
this age did not yet think it lawful to communicate even the 
sick in one kind only, nor that the priest could say with truth 
to the communicant, The body and blood of Christ! when he did 
not give him both kinds. But Bona here pities their ignorance: 
‘For they, poor men! had not yet learned that noble secret in 
divinity, the doctrine of concomitancy, to know that the body 
of Christ cannot be without the blood.’ But he goes on to ac- 
quaint us, out of an old Ritual of Johannes Abrincatensis, ‘ that 
this mixed communion was ordered to be given to all the people 
likewise, for fear of effusion.’ And in the Ancient Customs of 
the Monastery of Cluny published by Dacherius, [according to 
the old edition, Paris, 1665, 4to.] there is an order ®!, that the 


Resolution of questions 


lam.—Ibid. in marg. Idque ob re- 
cens damnatam hzresim Berengeri- 
anam, que per unam tantum spe- 
ciem satis impleri figuram aiebat. 


D. 

79 Ep. 32. ad Pontium. (CC. t. 10. 
p. 656 c.) In sumendo corpore et 
sanguine Domini dominica traditio 
servetur; nec ab eo, quod Christus 
magister et preecepit et gessit, hu- 
mana et novella institutione disceda- 
tur. Novimus enim, per se panem, 
per se vinum, ab ipso Domino tradi- 
tum. Quem morem sic semper in 
sancta ecclesia conservandum doce- 
mus atque preecipimus, preter in 

ac omnino infirmis, qui pa- 
nem absorbere non possunt. 


80 Lib. Decretor. part. 2. c. 19. 
(fol. 62. vers.) Omnis presbyter 
habeat pyxidem aut vas tanto sacra- 
mento dignum, ubi corpus Domini 
cum diligentia recondatur ad viati- 
cum recedentibus de seculo. Quiz 
tantum sacra oblatio intincta debet 
esse in sanguine Christi, ut veraciter 
presbyter possit dicere infirmo, Cor- 
pus et sanguis Domini nostri Jesu 
Christi proficiat tibi in remissionem 
peccatorum et vitam eternam. 

81 [I cannot find it in the third 
volume according to De La Barre, 
Paris 1723, among many records 
and documents relating to that cele- 
brated monastery. See, however, 
the next note fullowing. Ep.] 
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novices should thus communicate, for fear that if they took 
the blood by itself, they might incur some negligence and shed 
it. Though it is intimated in a marginal note there, that the 
old custom of giving both kinds separately was used in other 
Churches. 

In England the custom of mixing the elements so far pre- 
vailed, that Ernulphus or Arnulphus, bishop of Rochester, 
anno 1120, wrote a letter in defence of it, which is also pub- 
lished by Dacherius in his Spicilegium, (tom. ii.) ®' where one 
Lambert proposes the question to him, ‘ Why the eucharist was 
administered at present after a different and almost contrary 
manner to that, which was observed by Jesus Christ ; because 
it was customary at that time to distribute an host steeped in 
wine to the communicants; whereas Jesus Christ gave his 
body and blood separately?’ To this Arnulphus ‘answers, 
‘That this was one of those things that might be altered, and 
therefore though anciently the two species of bread and wine 
were given separately, yet now they were given together, lest 
any ill accidents should happen in the distribution of the wine 
alone, and lest it should stick on the hairs of the beard or 
the whiskers, or should be spilt by the minister.’ Yet, for 
all this, not long after, Richard, Archbishop of Canterbury, 
in a synod held at Westminster, anno 1175 ®, prohibited the 


81 [Ed. Paris. 1665. 4to. (Ed. 
Paris, 1723. fol. t. 3. p. 471. ad calc. 
col. dextr.) Nos carnem Domini 
intinguimus in sanguine Domini, ne 
accipientes sive porrigentes pecce- 
mus, non habita forte competenti 
cautela in labiis et manibus nostris. 
Evenit enim frequenter, ut barbati, 
et prolixos habentes granos, dum 

culum inter epulas sumunt, prius 
iquore pilos inficiant, quam ori l- 
quorem infundant. Ii, st accesserint 
ad altare liquorem sanctum bibituri, 
quomodo periculum devitare pote- 
runt inter accipiendum? quomodo 
uterque, accipiens videlicet et porri- 
gens, effugient grande peccatum? 
Preeterea si imberbes, et sine granis, 
aut mulieres, ad sumendam com- 
munionem sanctam conveniant, quis 
sacerdotum poterit tam provide mi- 
nistrare, tam caute calicem Domini 
distribuere, ut multis eum singu- 


latim dividat, dividens sic in ora 
eorum fundat, ut infundens nihil 
effundat? Szepe enim dum sibi soli 
calicem infundere disponit, negli- 
gentia aut imprudentia faciente, ef- 
fusionis periculum incurrit : quanto 
facilius in multitudine posito sacer- 
doti, multis diversarum formarum 
ministranti, contingere potest, unde 
graviter offendat, unde eum asperam 
peenitentiam agere oporteat? Ne 
- polluamus sanguinem nostre 
redemptionis, ne tanquam impietatis 
manibus damus poculum hu- 
mane salutis, a religiosis viris pro- 
vide actum est, ut Dominici por- 
tiuncula corporis non sicca, sicut 
Dominum egisse novimus, porriga- 
tur, sed Domini infusa sanguine 
tribuatur. Grischov. | 

82 C. Westmonast. c. 11. (ap. 
Labb. C. Londinens. c. 16. t. 10. p. 
1466 a.) Inhibemus ne quis quasi 
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giving the eucharist steeped in wine as a complement of the 
communion. 

Thus this matter was bandied about, and disputed backwards 
and forwards in the Latin Church ; some allowing it, others 
condemning it; now a Council settling it, and then another 
unsettling it, and condemning all that went before them ; till 
at last the Council of Constance came in with her paramount 
authority, and, as Bona thinks, very wisely put an end to all 
these disputes and inconveniences at once, by taking the cup 
wholly from the people, and ordering that they should neither 
have it separately nor conjunctly : and so this abuse of giving 
the eucharist steeped in wine, after a long course and struggle 
of various fortune, was cured with a worse error, which took 
away the cup from the laity, and denied one part of the 
sacrament wholly to the people. Let us now return again to 
the ancient Church. 

3. The next question may be concerning the posture in 
which they received. The resolution of which must be in 
these three conclusions. 1. That they sometimes received 
standing. 2. Sometimes kneeling. 3. Never sitting, that we 
read of. 

That they frequently received the communion standing, may 
be evidenced two ways: by a direct, and by a collateral argu- 
ment. The direct argument is their positive assertions con- 
cerning the standing posture. Thus Dionysius of Alexandria ®, 
speaking of one, who had often communicated among the 
faithful, represents him as rpané{y tapacrdyra, standing at the 
Lord's table: upon which Valesius *‘ makes this remark, ‘ that 
anciently they received the eucharist standing, not kneeling as 


AV. v. 


now the custom 13s.’ 


as ee communionis in- 


alicui cmd yee tradat 
ws Ep. ap. Euseb. 1. . 1 
P- 330. 13. pata éna- 
solvarra, nal wl rT 


“App, cal uate te we 

xeipas eis veal Ths ayias — 
poreivayra, 

non ut hodie genibus raby exis, genes 

ebant. 


ae In Loc. “ibid n. 
Christi de manu 
85 In Archierat. part 1. observ. 10. 


‘And Habertus ® undertakes to prove 


(p. 149.) Quartus adorandi habitus 
seu modus est, stando: quod ali- 
quando probandum nobis fuit in 

tism {taloram quorundam, qui 


} eae nostre Parisiensis metro- 
» wal poleos ritum improbabant, in qua 


diversie czerimoniis, nunc flexo ge- 
nu, nunc inclinando, nunc stando, 
eucharistia adoratur. . .. Totum ergo 
(p. (p. 1§0. .) liturgiz Dominicee officium 

o peragebatur: unde stantes 
consecrabant, stantes et communi- 
cabant. 
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against the Italian divines, as he calls them, ‘that the whole 
divine liturgy was celebrated standing, and that they both 
consecrated standing, and received standing.’ And Bona ® 
acknowledges the same for the Greek Church, though he is a 
little more doubtful of the Latin. For the Greek Church he 
produces the authority of Chrysostom, Orat. in Encsenia, and 
Cyril of Jerusalem ®”?, who bids his communicant receive it 
‘bowing his body in the posture of worship and adoration.’ 
Some ®° interpret this kneeling ; but it signifies standing with 
inclination or bowing of the body in the manner of adoration. 
And so St. Chrysostom 89 represents both priest and people as 
standing at the altar. ‘This altar,’ says he, speaking of the 
altar of a man’s own soul, sending up devoutly prayers and 
alms to God, ‘is a more tremendous altar than that whereat 
thou, who art a layman, standest.’ And again: ‘ As the priest 
stands invoking the Spirit, so thou invokest him also, not by 
thy words, but by thy works.’ In like manner St. Austin ™, 
representing the Christians’ way of worshipping God at the 
altar, to answer the calumny of the Heathen, who accused 
them of giving divine worship to their martyrs, says, ‘ Which 
of the faithful ever heard the priest, when he stands at the 
altar, say in his prayers, I offer sacrifice unto thee, O Peter, or 
Paul, or Cyprian, when he offers to God at their monuments 
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%6 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. ch. 17. n. 8. 
(p. 323) De situ communicantium, 
e Grecis sermo sit, nulla est 
dubitatio, quin stantes divina dona 
ipiant. Ita enim prescribunt 
ipsorum Ritualia, quibus consonant 
sancti Patres: sed prono capite et 
demissis oculis, ut Cyrillus (Catech. 
v.) et Chrysostomus (Orat. in En- 
ceenia} monent. De Latinis non 
ausim affirmare, nihil enim habeo 
ex antiquis scriptoribus, quo id con- 
firmem ; nisi quod etiam hodie in 
missa solemni Romani pontificis di- 
aconus communicat stans, omnino 
ex veteri ritu. 

87 Catech. [23.] Mystag. v. n. 19. 
(al. 22.] (p. 332 b} Kurrev xal 
rpér@ mporxuynoews kai oeBagparos 
Adyar, Td Apny. 

38 L’Estrange, Alliance of Divine 
Offices, ch. 7. p. 209. (Reprint, p. 


322.) But it may be said, &c. 

69 Hom. 20. in 2 Cor. p. 886. (t. 
Io. p.581 d.) “Gore rovro [@vaw- 
ornptoyv] ppixwdéorepoy éxeivov, g od 
gwapeotnxas 6 Aaixés....xabdrep 6 
lepevs €ornxe ro Tlvedpa xaday, ovre 
cal ov rd eH cadeis’ GAN’ ot da 

wns, GAda 8 Epyor. 
var De Civitat. Dei, 1. 8. c. 27. (t. 
7. p. 217 c.) Quis autem audivit 
aliquando fidelium stantem sacer- 
dotem ad altare....dicere in preci- 
bus, Offero tibi sacrificlum, Petre, 
vel Paule, vel Cypriane, cum apud 
eorum memorias offeratur Deo, &c. 
—Cont. Faust. 1. 20. c. 21.] (t. 8. p. 
347 c-) Quis enim antistitum... 
assistens altari, aliquando dixit, Of- 
ferimus tibi Petre, aut Paule, aut 
Cypriane? Sed quod offertur, of- 
fertur Deo, &c. 
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or memorials?’ Which I produce here only to show that their 
prayers were then offered in a standing posture at the altar. 
Upon which account it was usual for the deacon at such times, 
especially on such days as this posture was used, to call upon 
the people in some such form of admonition as that mentioned 
frequently by St. Chrysostom 9! and the Author of the Con- 
stitutions 9, ‘"Op6oi orGpuev xadés, x. t. A. Let us stand rightly 
and devoutly to offer our sacrifices and oblations.’ Some think 
Tertullian ® also refers to this posture, when he says, ‘ Nonne 
solemnior erit statio tua, si et ad arum Dei steteris? Will 
not your station be the more solemn, if you also stand at the 
altar of God ?’ But to speak freely, I think Tertullian in that 
place uses the word standing, not to distinguish any particular 
posture of prayer, but only to denote a longer continuance in 
it on the stationary days, or half fasts, when they continued 
their religious assemblies till three in the afternoon: for on 
these days, as we shall hear presently, they prayed always 
kneeling, though on other days they did not; and therefore 
Tertullian could not mean that they prayed standing on those 
days, but only that they extended their devotion to a greater 
length on those stationary days beyond others. But without 
this controverted passage of Tertullian, there is sufficent evi- 
dence from the foregoing testimonies, of their standing to 
receive the eucharist at the Lord’s table. And this is further 
confirmed by a collateral argument, which is, that on the 
Lord’s-day, and all the days of Pentecost, they were obliged 
to pray standing, and in no other posture, as has been shown 
at large above %, therefore it is very reasonable to believe, 
that at all such times they received the eucharist in the same 
posture they were obliged to pray in, that is, standing at the 
altar. 

But then the usual custom was, on all other days, and par- 
ticularly on the stationary days, for the whole Church to pray 


91 Hom. 2. in 2 Cor. p. 740. (t. "Op6oi mpos Kipwoy pera dBou xal 
10. p. 435 d.) .. Srapev elas, den- rpdpov dcrares Spev mpoodeper, 
Gapev. Hom. 39. de Incompre- x. rf. X. 
hens. Dei Natur. Hom. 4. t. 1. p- _% De Orat. c. 14. (p. 136 a.) 
375. aes 1. p. 478 ¢.)....'Op8ol oré- Nonne solemnior erit statio tua, ai 

et ad aram Dei steteris? 

MeL 8.1. (Cote. p- 998, 4 B. 13. ch. 8. 8. 3. v. 4. p. 499- 
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kneeling, as has likewise been fully evinced before 9: and 
therefore it is no less reasonable to believe, that they received 
the communion in the same posture as they prayed, though 
there are not such positive evidences of their practice. What 
some allege out of Tertullian %, that the people did aris Dei 
adgeniculari, kneel down to the altars of God, is no good 
proof; for that is only a corrupt reading of the first editions, 
which others since read, more correctly, caris Dei adgenicu- 
lari, falling at the knees of the favourites of God, alluding to 
the custom of penitents falling at the feet of the ministers and 
people, to beg their prayers for them when they went into the 
church. Nor is the argument much more solid that others 
bring out of Cyril’s Catechism, where he bide his communicant 
receive the eucharist xirrwv : for that, as I have observed just 
now, signifies not kneeling, but standing in a bowing posture. 
What St. Chrysostom 9% says, in one of his Exhortations to 
Communicants, seems more nearly to express it: ‘ Let us come 
with trembling, let us give thanks, let us fall down and confess 
our sins, let us weep and lament for our miscarriages, let us 
pour out fervent prayers to God, and let us come with a 
becoming reverence as to our heavenly King.’ But if there 
were none of these expressions, the very custom of kneeling at 
prayers on these days, is a sufficient indication of the posture 
in which at the same time they received the communion. 

As to sitting, there is no example of it, nor any intimation 
leading toward it in any ancient writer. I have shown before, 
that in many Churches they allowed no sitting at all in time of 
divine service, neither in preaching, nor reading the Scrip- 
tures, nor in psalmody, nor in praying, nor after praying 
neither. And it would be unreasonable to imagine that what 
was rejected at all other times, should be allowed in receiving 
the communion. Cardinal Perron indeed labours hard to prove, 


® Ibid. s. 4. p. 503. 

% De Poenitent. c. 9. (p. 127 a.) 
... Presbyteris advolvi et caris Dei 
adgeniculari, omnibus fratribus le- 
gationes deprecationis suze injunge- 
re. [Semler restores aris to the text, 
but approves of caris. See the an- 
ore (f.) of Rigaltius ad loc. 

D 


97 Hom. 31. in Natal. Christi. t. 


5. 480. (t. 2. p. 365 c.) Spigaper 
roivuy mpoctdyres, evyapioTnompey, 
mpoomécaper e£opodoyouuevos ra 
nraiopata pov, Saxpvcwpev Ta oi- 
xeia trevOovvres KaKa, €xTeveis evyas 
drodapuev rp Geq: xai ovrw draxaba- 
payres davrovs, npépa xal perd ris 
mpoanxovons evrafias, ws Tp Bacthet 
mpootévres THY ovpayay, oVT® mpod- 
€Abwper. 
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that the Apostles received sitting, and that sitting was also a 
posture of adoration. But his vanity is abundantly chastised 
and exposed by the learned Daille, as I have noted before % 
upon another occasion. So that this posture is wholly without 
example in the ancient Church. Nor are there many examples 
of it among the Moderns, and of those that be, some of them 
are such as, considering their motives, one would least of all 
choose to imitate. The Arians in Poland are said to receive 
the communion sitting, to show that they do not believe Christ 
to be their God, but only their fellow creature. For which 
reason some of the Protestant Polish Synods % expressly for- 
bid this posture, as peculiar to the Arians, and obliged all 
their people to receive cither standing or kneeling, not sitting, 
as being a posture taken up by the Arians, and contrary to 
the practice of all Protestant Churches. We are likewise told, 
that it is the singular privilege of the Pope to communicate 
sitting whenever he performs the office of consecration. Bona%” 


7” B. 13. ch. 8. 8. 7. v. 4. p. 507. 

8 Synod. Wlodisiav. an. 1553. 
art. 6.1n Corpore Confession. ee 
a. (p. 309. Genev. 1612. gto.) Sen- 
tentia jam olim in Sendomiriensi 
synodo agitati, et conclusio in gene- 
rali Cracoviensi atque Petricoviensi 
synodo facta ac repetita, in hoc 
etiam Confeseu approbata est ; nempe 
ne 1n usu sit sessio ad mensam Do- 
minicam in ullis hujus nostri con- 
sensus ecclesiis. Nam hec cere- 
monia, licet cum ceeteris libera, ec- 
clesiis Christianis et coetibus evan- 
gelicis non est usitata, tantumque 
infidelibus Arianis, cum Domino 
pe solio sese collocantibus propria, 

c.—Vid. Synod. Petricoviens. art. 
4. ibid. (p. 306.)—Synod. Craco- 
viens. art. 4. (p. 303.) 

® Rer. Litas a c.17. 0. 8. 
(p. 323.) Summus pontifex, cum so- 
lemniter celebrat, sedens commu- 
nicat hoc modo. Data pace, epi- 
scopo et duobus diaconis assisten- 
tibus, qui os ejus et pectus osculan- 
tur, ascendit ad sedem suam, comi- 
tantibus ipsum diaconis et epi- 
scopis. Tum diaconus Evangelii, 
apud altare patenam cum eacra- 
mento reverenter accipiens, amba- 


bus manibus in altum elevat usque 
ad oculos, habentein desuper auream 
stellam cum nominibus 12. Aposto- 
lorum, ne hostia labi possit. Et 
primo vertit se ad latus Epistole 
cum summa gravitate, et per ean- 
dem viam revertitur ad medium 
altaris: postea eodem modo vertit 
se ad latus Evangelii, ubi sub- 


diacono genuflexo B onciqe tradit 
cum sacramento. surgit sub- 
diaconus, et ipee diaconus fiectit 


genua, donec ille discesserit, por- 
tans sacramentum pontifici, qui ei 
advenienti profunde inclinat, ac ip- 
sum reverenter adorat. Subdiaco- 
nus vero, cum pervenerit ad pont- 
ficem, stat rectus ad ejus sinistram. 
Post heec diaconus accipiens cali- 
cem, parvo velo aureo coopertum, 
eodem modo se vertit ad utrumque 
latus altaris, sicut cum patenam 
tenebat: et inde cum ipso calice 
ad dextrum latus pontificis accedit. 
Pontifex vero sumit unam partem 
hostie, et aliam in duas partes 
dividit pro communione diaconi et 
subdiaconi. Sumpto autem a pon- 
tifice Christi corpore, episcopus car- 
dinalis assistens porrigit ei calamum 
aureum, quo sanguinis partem sugit, 
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not only tells us this, but describes the whole ceremony out of 
the book called Ceremoniale Romani Pontificis, and the old 
Ordo Romanus, which they that are curious in such matters, 
may consult in their proper places': I go on with the practice 
of the ancient Church. , 

4. There is no one thing that has made greater stir and ae pace 
confusion in the Christian world, for some ages past, than the earer 
adoration of the host, grounded upon a false presumption, that divine ado- 
it is not bread and wine, but transubstantiated into the real the ancient 
body and blood of Christ. I intend not to enter upon the a 


os Ween é ; many ages, 
history of transubstantiation, which is a doctrinal point, and till the rise 


comes not properly into this work, which only inquires into psliairree 
the practice of the Church, but shall content myself to say, 

that in fact the most eminent of the ancient Fathers have 
declared, as plain as words can make it, that the change made 

in the elements of bread and wine by consecration, is not such . 

a change as destroys their nature and substance, but only 

alters their qualities and elevates them to a spiritual use, as 

is done in many other consecrations, where the qualities of 

things are much altered without any real change of substance. 


Thus Gregory Nyssen?: ‘ This altar before which we stand, 


residuum dimittens pro diacono et 
subdiacono. Tum pontifex com- 
municat diaconum stantem et te- 
nentem dextera manu calicem, ca- 
lamum sinistra; qui accepto cor- 

re Christi faciam pontificis oscu- 

tur, et reversus ad altare, partem 
sanguinis sugit. Eodem modo cor- 
a Christi porriget pontifex sub- 

lacono coram se genuflexo et pati- 
nem tenente, qui et ipse ad cornu 
altaris accedens residuum sanguinis 
cum calamo sugit. Unus autem ex 
a particulam hostis, que calici 

@ more .immissa fuerat, ad labia 
ipsius calicis retrahit et sumit. Heec 
ex Ceremoniali Romani Pontificis 
excerpta sunt, que ab antiquissimo 
Ordine Romano m paucis discre- 

t, ut utrumque conferenti mani- 
estum erit. 

! (For the Ordo Romanus, see 
the Bibliotheca Maxima, i jue 
1677. t. 13. The other book, I pre- 
sume, is identical with the volume 


entitled Sacrarum Ceremontarum sive 
Rituum Ecclestasticorum Sancte 
Romane Ecclesia Lebri Tres. Coton. 
Agripp. 1574. 8v0. I cannot how- 
ever find the exact words given by 
Bona, as cited in the preceding 
note. Probably he quotes from 
some older copy, or gives an ab- 
stract from longer passages. See 
in the Second Book, (fol. 1871, et 
seqg.) De Missa Majort, Papa per- 
sonalster celebrante. En. | 

2 De Bapt. Christi. (t. 3. p. 369 d. 
Té @vovacrnpioy rovro rd dyiov, 
wapeorixaper, difos eort xard Thy 

ow Kowds, otdey dadepay roy 

wv wAaxdy, al rovs rolyous Hav 
olxodopoter, xal xaddX\wri{ove: ra 
édagn. "Ewecddy 8¢ xabiepbbn 17 
row Geov Oepareig, xai rh» evd\cyiay 
é3éfaro, or: rpame{a ayia, Bvor- 
aornptoy dypayroy, ovxér: mapa mdy- 
Tov Wnrapwpevoy, dra pdvoy rey 
lepéwy, xai rovrwy eiAaBoupévev. ‘O 
dpros mddw dpros éori tees Kowwds" 
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is but common stone in its nature, differing nothing from other 
stones, wherewith our walls are built; but after it is conse- 
crated to the service of God, and has received a benediction, it 
is an holy table, an immaculate altar, not to be touched by any 
but by the priests, and that with the greatest reverence. The 
bread also at first is but common bread, but when once it is 
sanctified by the holy mystery, it is made and called the body 
of Christ. So the mystical oil, and so the wine, though they 
be things of little value before the benediction, yet after their 
sanctification by the Spirit, they both of them work wonders. 
The same power of the word makes a priest become honour- 
able and venerable, when he is separated from the community 
of the vulgar by a new benediction. For he, who before was 
only one of the common people, is now immediately made a 
ruler and president, a teacher of piety, and a minister of the 
holy mysteries: and all these things he does without any 
change in his body or shape; for to all outward appearance 
he is the same that he was, but the change is in his invisible 
soul, by an invisible power and grace.’ 

Cyril of Jerusalem * uses the same similitude and illustration : 
‘ Beware that you take not this ointment to be bare ointment. 
For as the bread in the eucharist, after the invocation of the 
Holy Spirit, is not mere bread but the body of Christ: so this 
holy ointment, after invocation, is not bare or common oint- 
ment, but it is the gift or grace of Christ and the Holy Spirit, 


GAN’ Grav avrov rd puornpioy iepoup- 
yyon, capa Xprorod deyerai re cal 
yiwera. Ovrews rd puorixdy day, 
ovrws 6 olvos, dAlyou riwos afta dvra 
la THs evAoyias, perd Tov ayracpoy 

y rou [Ilvevparos, éxdrepoy avray 
eels es divapdspws. “H avr 8€ rod do- 
you Suvapis, kal roy lepéa rocet oepvdv 
nal Tipsoy ry KawvdtnTe THS EvAOYias 
Ts Mpos rovs moAdovs Kowdrnros 
xwptdpevov. XOés yap xal mpdyy 
€(s Umdpxe@y Tay TOAAGy Kat Tov 8n- 
pov, apooy aroveixyura Kabryepor, 
npoedpos, Ssddoxaros evoeBeias, pv- 
ompiwy dAavOarvdvrav pvotaywysds* 
Kai ravta motet, pydey rov owparos 
h ris poppas auecpOeis' add’ Umdp- 

oy KaTd T youevov éxeivos, bs 
;,, dopar@ rivi duvauer nal xdperi 


rv adparoy Wuyny perapoppabsis 
wpos TO Bedrtov. 

3 Catech. [21.] Mystag. 3. n. 3. 
(p. 316 d.) “Opa, Hy) trovonoys éxeivo 
TO pupoy Widdv eivas’ dowep cai 6 
dpros tis evxaptorias, pera THY Eni- 
kAnow Tov ‘Ayiou Ivevparos, ovK ére 
dpros durds, GAAG capa Xpicrov" 
oure Kal rd Gytoy rovro pupoy, ovx 
ert Widdy, 008? as Gy etrrot ris xotwoy 
per éxixAnow, add\a Xpiorov xa- 
piopa, cai vevparos ‘Ayiou mapovaig 
Ths avrou Oedrnros evepynrixdy ytrd- 
pevoy, Omep cupBodixas ent perorrou, 
cat ray dAdwy cov xpierat algOyrn- 
ploy’ xal rp pev Pavone pope ro 
chpa ypiera, rp b€ ayup cal (eorop 
TIvetipar: » Yruxn ayaferat. 
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who by his presence and divine nature makes it efficacious ; 
so that the body is anointed symbolically with the visible oint- 
ment, but the soul is sanctified by the holy and quickening 
Spirit.’ 

St. Chrysostom, in his famous Epistle to Ceesarius, makes 
a like comparison, to explain the two natures of Christ against 
the Apollinarians, to show that he had both an human and 
divine substance in reality, without any transformation or con- 
fusion. ‘As the bread,’ says he‘, ‘ before it is sanctified, is 
called bread, but after the divine grace has sanctified it by the 
mediation of the priest, it is no longer called bread, but digni- 
fied with the name of the body of the Lord, though the nature 
of bread remain in it, and they are not said to be two, but one 
body of the Son: so here the Divine Nature residing or dwell- 
ing in the human body, they both together make one Son and 
one Person.’ When this passage was first produced by Peter 
Martyr, it was looked upon as so unanswerable, that they of 


_ the Romish Church had no other way to evade the force of it, 


but to cry out it was a forgery. Peter Martyr left it in the 
Lambeth Library, but it was ravished thence in the reign of 
Queen Mary. Bigotius, a learned French Papist, published 
the original, but the whole edition was suppressed. Yet Le 
Moyne published it again in Latin among his Varia Sacra: 
[Lugdun. Batav. 1685, and 1694. in two volumes, 4to.] and a 
learned prelate, who now so deservedly holds the primacy in 
our own Church, and whose indefatigable industry against 
Popery will never be forgotten, having procured the sheets, 
which the Sorbonne doctors caused to be suppressed in Bigo- 
tius’s edition of Palladius, published it* in our own tongue, 


4 Ap. Albertin. de Eucharist. 1. 2. 
c. I. (p. 532. ad calc. sinistr.) ..... 
Sicut enim antequam sanctificetur 


natura,| unum Filium, unam per- 
sonam, utraque hee fecerunt. 
& Achbp. Wake, Second Defence 


panis, panem nominamus, divina 
autem illum sanctificante gratia, 
mediante sacerdote, liberatus est 
quidem ab appellatione panis, dig- 
nus autem habitus est Dominici 
corporis appellatione, etsi natura 
panis in ipso permansit, et non duo 
corpora, sed unum Filii corpus pre- 
dicatur; sic et hee divina édpv- 
caons, inundante corporis natura, 
[leg. huic divina insidente corpori 


of the Exposition of the Doctrine of 
the Church of England, against Mr. 
de Meaux. Lond. 1686. (ap. Gib- 
son’s Preservative, &c. Lond. 1848. 
8vo. v. 12. pp. 264, seqq.) Thus 
stood the e and the whole 
Epistle for its sake; till about six 
ears since the learned Bigotius &c. 
fEmerie or Emery Bigot, born of 
an eminent family at Rouen in 
1626. He was a great patron of 
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with such of the Greek fragments as are now remaining. And 
in these monuments it will stand as the unanswerable testimony 
of St. Chrysostom, and a key to explain all other passages of 
the Greek writers of that age, who were undoubtedly in the 
same sentiments of the bread and wine still remaining un- 
alterable in their substance. 

Theodoret lived not long after St. Chrysostom, and he as 
plainly says, that the bread and wine remain still in their own 
nature after consecration. ‘Our Saviour,’ says he®, ‘ would 
have those, who are partakers of the divine mysteries, not to 
mind the nature of the things they see, but by the change of 
names to believe that change which is wrought by grace. For 
he that called his own natural body, wheat and bread, and 
gave it the name of @ vine; he also honoured the visible sym- 
bols or elements with the name of his body and blood, not 
changing their nature, but adding grace to nature.’ In another 


place”? he uses the very same weapon to foil an Eutychian 


literature. Having discovered in 
the library at Florence the Greek 
text of the Life of Chrysostom by 
Palladius, he published it at Paris 
in 1680, 4to. with some other an- 
cient Greek remains, the whole ac- 
compeniey with a Latin translation 
Pll Ambrose of Camaldoli. (See 

ve’s Hist. Liter. Basil. 1741. t. 1. 

377: .) To his Life of Chrysostome 
Pe ded the Ep istle to ius ; 
but, upon its beng discovered that 
this was an attack on the doctrine 
of transubstantiation, the licensers 
refused ite being published, and 
caused the leaves on which it was 
Chal to be cut out, &c. (See 

almers’s Biograph. Diction. v. 5. 


-) 

= Aer bishop Wake, as cited above, 
has given a curious account, not 
only of the suppression of this let- 
ter, but also of the controversy to 
which it gave rise in Archbishop 
Cranmer’s time. Ep.] 

§ Dialog. 1. cAMP ae (54 

I. p. 26.) "HBovdnOy yap [6 Sorie| 
Tous rév Geico HUSTHpioy peraday- 
xavovras, pi) TH pice réy BAnope- 
vow mpowexer, L THs Toy dyo- 
pdrey dvadAayys morevew TH €K THs 


xdptros yeyernpévy peraBody. ‘O ydp 
én pore copa oiroy dprov 
mpocayopevoas, Kal ab wad éavrdy 
dumenoy 6 évopdcas, avros Ta épapeva 
ovpBora 1] rou \Fcoparos cal aiparos 
wpooryopia Teripnxey, ov ry qicw 
peraBadcy, dAda Thy yap Ty Puce 
mpooredeckas. 
7 Dialog. 2. p. 85. (ibid. P- 126.) 
"Epaviorns. “Qonep roivuy ra ov 
Aa rou Aeororixou odpards Te cal ai- 
paros DAa peéy eios wpo THs leparucys 
émexAnoews, pera S€ ye Thy éwixhnow 
peraBadXerat, xal érepa yiveras’ cures 
7 Acomorixdy oe pera THY dvdhn- 
wy «ls Thy ovciay pereBAOn | THY 
Geiay. OpOdéo§os. ‘Edros ais 
ves dpxvow" od¢ yap perd roy ayt- 
acpoy Ta pvoTica aupBora Ts oi- 
reias efiorara puews péver yap 
éri ris mporépas ovgias, Kat rou 
TXHpaTos, cai Tou eidous, kai dpard 
cont, kai ara, ola Kai mpdorepor i 
voirat S€ dep é éyévero, ral muorreve- 
Tat, kal Mpooxureirat’ as éxeiva dvra, 
dnep moreveTas. Tapddes roivuy T@ 
apxerue Thy cixdva, kai Syee rh 
rar sg lg xen yap éounévat A] aAn- 
Geig Tov turov. Kai éxet9o rd 
wepa To pey wpdérepoy Whee Xt cai 
oXHMa, Kal wepcypapyy, nal awaf- 
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heretic, who, to prove that Christ’s human nature was changed 
into the divine nature after union, uses this argument: ‘As the 
symbols of the Lord’s body and blood are one thing before the 
invocation of the priest, but after invocation are changed and 
become another thing: so also the body of our Lord, after its 
assumption, was changed into the divine substance.’ To which 
Theodoret thus replies: ‘ Thou art taken in thy own nets which 
thou hast made: for neither do the mystical symbols depart 
from their own nature after consecration, but remain in their 
former substance, figure, and form, and are visible and pal- 
pable as they were before; yet they are understood and be- 
lieved to be what they are made, and are reverenced as those 
things which they are made. Compare therefore the image 
with the original, and thou shalt see their likeness. For the 
type must answer to the truth. That body has the same form 
and figure and circumscription, and, in a word, has the same 
substance of a body that it had before, but it is immortal after 
the resurrection, and is freed from all corruption, and sits at 
God’s right hand, and is adored by every creature, as being 
called the body of the Lord of nature.’ These words are so 
plain, that the bread continues in its own substance after con- 
secration, as the body of Christ continues in the substance of 
human nature after its assumption, that, as Bishop Cosins ® has 
observed, Nicolin, the Pope’s printer, who set forth these Dia- 
logues at Rome, anno 1547, owns ‘that Theodoret’s opinion, as 
to what concerns transubstantiation, was not sound, but he 
might be excused, because the Church had made no decree 
about it.’ 

Ephrem, bishop of Antioch, lived about a hundred years after 
Theodoret, anno 540, and he wrote against the Eutychians in 


amhas eiseiv, tHv rou gdparos ov- doret is of our side. For in the 
ciay. 'A@dvarov 8¢ pera rv avdora- Epistle before the Dialogues of 
ow yéyove, xal xpeirroy POopas, xal eodoret in the Roman Edition 
tis dx B8eftav nkbOn xabedpas, xai set forth by Stephen Nicolinus, the 
rapa mdons mpooKuvertat tis Kricews, Pope’s printer, in the year 1547, it 
dre 87 odpa xpnpari{oy rov Aeomdérou is plainly set down, that in what 
THs puoews. conc transubstantiation his opi- 

8 History of Transubstantiation, ton was not very sound, but that he 
(p. 77.) And indeed the evidence of was to be excused, because the Church 

is truth hath compelled some of [of Rome] had made no decree about 
our adversaries to yield that Theo- #. 
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the same manner. ‘ No man,’ says he®, ‘ that hath any reason 
will say the nature of palpable and impalpable, of visible and 
invisible, is the same. For so the body of Christ, which is 
received by the faithful, does not depart from its own sensible 
substance, and yet it is united to a spiritual grace: and so 
baptism, though it becomes wholly a spiritual thing and but 
one thing, yet it preserves the property of its sensible sub- 
stance, I mean water, and does not lose what it was before.’ 

The Latin Fathers are not less plain and full in their testi- 
mony about this matter. 

Tertullian'® not only frequently says it is bread, repre- 
senting the Lord’s body, and?! the figure of his body, but also 
teaches us to trust to the testimony of our senses in this and 
many other things relating to Christ'2. ‘ We are not to call in 
question those senses of ours, lest we begin to doubt of the 


® Ap. Photii Biblioth. cod. 229. 
(p. 793-14.) Ol marépes judy éx dv0 


ceey eyovres roy Kuptoy nov 
"Inootw Xpiordv ovyxeicOa, éx dvo 


poovow ovciay’ Gowep xal nvixa ev 
dv0 duce, év dvoly ovcias’ xal 6 
ris Bpovrns 8 ulds rovro diddoxe ev 
7 Neyey,°O fy an’ dpyis, § éwpd- 
xapev, kai al yeipes nuady eyynrAdhncay 
wept rou Adyou tis (ons. Tov eva 
yap cal roy ad’réy 8: Sv Ener, cai 
nragyrip ovciay eyew cai aynda- 
Gnrov dvexnpufe’ Adyov yap einay, 
roy avyndddnroy Wha boven mpog- 
epaprupnoe. Kai éwpaxéva: elroy, 
réy déparoy sspoayryyerev’ Sore Tov 
of Xpiordy év Ynradnry aa awn\a- 
nrep ovaig, cal év dpary xal dopdre 
pifera, xal rots Gros eldéva 
biddonados yivera. El ydp cal dvds 
wpoc-drou peat] éxdrepov, addr’ ovdels 
elreivy Suvarat vovy Eyav, ws 7 
aury ucts Wodadnrov xal aynda- 
rrov, xal dparov xai doparov’ ovrw 
cal rd Tapa Téy mioTéy AapBavduevoy 
capa Xpurrov, cal ris aicbyris ot- 
gias ovx éfiorara:. Kai ris vonris 
ddiaiperoy pévet ydptros’ nai rd Bar- 
ricpa O€ mrevparixoy, GAov yevdpevor 
cal dy inrdpyoy, xal rd Tor ris al- 
ne ovcias, rou vdaros Aéya, dka- 
od{e, xal 3 yéyover ovn arddecev. 
10 Cont. Marcion. 1.1. c. 14. (p. 
372 b.).... Panem, quo ipsum cor- 


pus suum repreesentat. 

I! Ibid. 1. 4. c. 40. (p. 457 d.)... 
Acceptum panem et distributum 
discipulis, corpus illum suum fecit, 
Hoc est meum, dicendo. 

12 De Anima, c. 17. (p. 276 b.) 
Non licet nobis in dubium sensus 
istos devocare, ne et in Christo de 
fide eorum deliberetur. Ne forte 
dicatur, quod falso Satanam pro- 
spectarit de coelo preecipitatum: aut 
falso vocem Patris audverit de ipso 
testificatam: aut deceptus sit, cum 
Petri socrum tetigit: aut alium 
postea uenti senserit spiritum, 
quod in sepulturam suam accepta- 
vit: alium postea vini saporem, quod 
in sanguinis sui memoriam conse- 
cravit. Sic enim et Marcion phan- 
tasma eum mialuit credere, totius 
corporis in illo dedignatus verita- 
tem. Atquin ne in Apostolis qui- 
dem ejus ludificata natura est. Fi- 
delis fuit et visus et auditus in 
monte: fidelis et gustus vini illius, 
licet aquee ante, in nuptiis Galilee : 
fidelis et tactus exinde creduli 
Thome. Recita Ioannis testationem : 
Quod vidimus, inquit, quod audévi- 
mus, oculis nostris vidimus, et manus 
nostre contrectaverunt de Sermone 
vite. Falsa utique testatio, si ocu- 
lorum et aurium et manuum sensus 
natura mentitur. 
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certainty of the very things that are related of Christ ; whether 
he was deceived when he saw Satan fall from heaven, or when 
he heard the Father’s voice testifying of him, or when he 
touched the hand of Peter’s mother, or when he smelled the 
spirit of the omtment which he accepted to his burial, or when 
he tasted the wine that he consecrated to be the memorial of 
his blood. St.John argues upon the testimony of our senses, 
[1.1,1.] What we have seen, what we have heard, what we 
have seen with our eyes, and our hands have handled of the 
word of life. But this attestation is false, if our senses may 
be deceived in the nature of things which we see with our 
eyes, and hear with our ears, and touch with our hands.’ It 
is plain, from these words of Tertullian, that he never thought 
of transubstantiation, which contradicts four of the five senses 
of all mankind, the sight, the touch, the taste, and the smell ; 
and that he must be the most absurd man that ever wrote, if, 
after all, he could believe that not to be bread which, according 
to his own rule, had the testimony of so many several senses. 
St. Austin uses the same argument with Tertullian in one of 
his Homilies to the newly baptized, which, though it be not 
now among St. Austin’s works, yet is preserved by Fulgentius '%, 


de ligno depositus est, sepultus est, 
tertia die resurrexit, quo die voluit 
in celum ascendit. Illue levavit 


13 De Bapt. sesraat c. 11. (ap. 
Bibl. Max. t.9. p. 177 hb.) Hoc quod 
videtis in altari Dei, etiam transacta 


nocte vidistis : sed quid esset, quid 
sibi vellet, quam magne rei sacra- 
mentum contineret, nondum au- 
distis. Quod ergo videtis, panis est 
et calix: quod vobis etiam oculi 
vestri renuntiant. Quod autem fides 
vestra poetulat instruenda, panis est 
corpus Christi, calix sanguis Christi. 
Breviter quidem hoc dictum est, 
quod fidei forte sufficiat: sed fides 
instructionem desiderat. Dicit enim 
Propheta, Nisi credtderitis, non in- 
telligetis. Potestis ergo dicere mihi, 
Precepisti ut credamus : expone, ut 
intelligamus. Potest enim in animo 
cujuspiam cogitatio talis oboriri. 
Dominus noster Jesus Christus no- 
vimus unde acceperit carnem de Vir- 
gine [Maria]. Infans lactatus est, 
nutritus est, crevit, ad juvenilem 
setatem perductus est, a Judzis per- 
secutionem passus est, ligno sus- 
pensus est, in ligno interfectus est, 


corpus suum, unde est venturus, ut 
judicet vivos et mortuos. Ibi est 
modo sedens ad dextram Patris. 
Quomodo est 


poralem; quod celia ta fruc- 


audi dicentem fidelibus, Vos estis 
corpus Christi et membra. Si ergo 
vos eatis corpus Christi et membra, 
mysterium vestrum in mensa Do- 
mini positum est: mysterium Do- 
mini accipitis. Ad id, quod estis, 
Amen ! respondetis, et respondendo 
subscribitis. Audis ergo corpus 
Christi, et respondes, Amen! Esto 
membrum corporis Christi, ut ve- 
rum sit Amen / Quare ergo in pane? 
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and Bede's, and Bertram'’. Here, instructing them about 
the sacrament, he tells them, ‘that what they saw upon 
the altar was bread and the cup, as their own eyes could 
testify to them: but what their faith required to be instructed 
about was, that the bread is the body of Christ, and the cup 
the blood of Christ. But such a thought as this will presently 
arise in your hearts :—Christ took his body into heaven, whence 
he shall come to judge the quick and the dead; and there he 
now sits at the right hand of the Father. How then is bread 
his body ? Or how is the cup, or that which is contained in the 
cup, his blood? These things, my brethren, are therefore 
called sacraments, because in them one thing is seen, and an- 
other is understood. That which is seen has a bodily appear- 
ance, that which is understood has a spiritual fruit. If there- 
fore you would understand the body of Christ, hear what the 
Apostle says to the faithful, Ye are the body of Christ and his 
members. If therefore ye be the body and members of Christ, 
your mystery or sacrament is laid upon the Lord’s table, ye 
receive the sacrament of the Lord. Ye answer Amen! to 
what ye are, and by your answer subscribe to the truth of it. 
Thou hearest the minister say to thee, The body of Christ ! 
and thou answerest Amen! Be thou a member of the body of 
Christ, that thy Amen! may be true. But why then is this 
mystery in bread? Let us here bring nothing of our own, but 
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hear the Apostle speak again. 


Nihil hic de nostro afferamus: ipsum 
Apostolum item audiamus. Cum 
ergo de isto sacramento loqueretur, 
ait, Unus pants, unum corpus multi 
sumus. Intelligite et gaudete. Uni- 
tas, pietas, veritas, caritas, unus pa- 
nis, unum corpus multi sumus. 
colite enim, sare panis non fit de 
uno grano, sed de multis. Quando 
exorcizabamini, quasi molebamini : 
quando baptizati estis, quasi con- 
spersi estis; quando Spiritus Sancti 
ignem accepistis, quasi cocti estis. 
tote quod videtis, et accipite quod 
estis. Hoc Apostolus de pane dixit. 
Jam de calice quid intelligeremus, 
etiam hoc dictum satis ostendit. 
Sicut enim ut sit species visibilis 
panis, multa grana in unum con- 
8 guntur, scr ja illud fiat, quod 
e fidelibus ait Scriptura sacra, rat 


When he therefore speaks of 


sllis anima et cor unum in Deum ; 
sic et de vino, fratres, recolite, unde 
sit unum. Grana muita pendent ad 
botrum ; sed liquor granorum in 
unitate confunditur. [ta Dominus 
[noster] Jesus Christus nos signifi- 
cavit, nos ad se pertinere voluit; 
mysterium pacis et unitatis nostre 
io sua mensa consecravit. Qui ac- 
cipit mysterium unitatis, et non ser- 
vat vinculum pacis, non mysterium 
accipit pro se, sed testimonium con- 
tra se. 

14 In 1 Cor. ro. (Col. Agripp. 
1612. t. 6. p. 363.) Audiamus vera- 
cem magistrum, &c. 

15 De Corpore et Sanguine Do- 
mini [ap. Flacii Catalogum Testium 
Veritatie. Genev. 1608. fol. See also 
n. 19, following. 
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this sacrament he says, We, being many, are one bread and 
one body. Understand and rejoice. We, being many, are 
unity, piety, truth, and charity, one bread and one body. 
Recollect and consider that the bread is not made of one 
grain, but of many. When ye were exorcised, ye were then as 
it were ground; when ye were baptized, ye were as it were 
sprinkled, or mixed and wet together into one mass; when ye 
received the fire of the Holy Ghost, ye were as it were baked. 
Be ye therefore what yo see, and receive what ye are.’ Here 
St. Austin first, says plainly, that it was bread and wine that 
was upon the altar, for which he appeals to the testimony of 
their senses. Secondly, that this very bread and wine is the 
body and blood of Christ. Consequently it could not be his 
natural body in the substance, but only sacramentally. Thirdly, 
he says the natural body of Christ is only in heaven: but the 
sacrament has the name of his body; because, though in out- 
ward, visible, and corporeal appearance it is only bread, yet it 
is attended with a spiritual fruit. Lastly, he says that the 
sacrament not only is a representative of the natural body of 
Christ, but also of the mystical body, the Church ; and that, as 
a symbol of the Church’s unity, it is called the body of Christ 
in this sense as well as the other. So that if there were any 
real transubstantiation, the bread must be changed into the 
mystical body of Christ, that is, his Church, as well as into the 
body natural. These things might be confirmed from abun- 
dance of parallel passages in St. Austin’s works, but this one is 
sufficient to show his meaning. 

The next irrefragable testimony is that of Pope Gelasius, 
who wrote against the Nestorians and Eutychians about the 
reality of the two natures in Christ, anno 490, where '® he thus 


16 De Duab. Natur. cont. Nestor. 
et Eutych. ap. Bibl. Patr. t. 4. p. 
422. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 8. p. 703 e. 
16.)Certe sacramenta, quee sumimus, 
corporis et sanguinis Domini (al. 
Christi] divina res est, propter quod 
et per eadem divinse efficimur con- 
sortes nature, et tamen esse non 
desinit substantia vel natura panis 
et vini. Et certe imago et simili- 
tudo corporis et sanguinie Christi in 
actione mysteriorum celebrantur. 
Satis ergo evidenter ostenditur hoc 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


nobis in ipso Christo Domino sen- 
tiendum, guod in ejus imagine pro- 
fitemur, celebramus, et sumimus ; 
ut, sicut in hanc, scilicet in divinam, 
transeunt, Spiritu Sancto _perfici- 
ente, substantiam, anente ta- 
men in sua proprietate natura, sic 
illud ipsum mysterium principale, 
cujus nobie efficientiam virtutemque 
veraciter representant, ex quibus 
constat proprie permanentibus, 
unum Christum, quia integrum ve- 
rumque, permanere demonstrat. 


rf 
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proves them: ‘Doubtless the sacraments of the body and 
blood of Christ which we receive are a divine thing; and 
therefore by them we are made partakers of the divine nature, 
and yet the substance and nature of bread and wine do not 
cease to be in them. And indeed the image and similitude of 
the body and blood of Christ is celebrated in the mysterious 
action. By this therefore is evidently shown us, that we are 
to believe the same thing in our Lord Christ as we profess 
and celebrate and take in his image: that as by the perfecting 
virtue of the Holy Ghost the elements pass into a divine sub- 
stance, whilst their nature still remains in its own propriety ; 
so in that principal mystery the union of the divine and human 
nature, whose efficacy and power these represent, there remains 
one true and perfect Christ, both natures, of which he consists, 
continuing in their properties unchangeable.’ He must be 
blind that cannot see how the force of this argument supposes 
that bread and wine continue in their proper nature and sub- 
stance in the eucharist, notwithstanding the sacramental union 
that is made between them and the body of Christ by the 
sacred use of them. Without this it had been of no force 
against the Eutychians, and they might with a very obvious 
reply have inverted the argument upon him, by saying, that as 
the bread was changed from its own nature into the very 
substance of the natural body of Christ, and remained no 
longer bread, so the human nature was really changed into 
the divine nature, and continued no longer in its own substance 
after its assumption into the Godhead. Which argument, in 
the mouth of an Eutychian, had been unanswerable to Gela- 
sius, had he with his successors given into the doctrine of 
transubstantiation. 

Some time after Gelasius lived Facundus, an African bishop, 
about the year 550; he wrote to excuse Theodorus of Mop- 
suestia, for saying, that Christ received the adoption of sons: 
which he does!” after this manner : ‘ Christ vouchsafed to re- 


17 L.g. c.g. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 
10. p. 79 f. 18.) say acer quoque 
filiorum suscepisse Christum, si an- 


sacramentum adoptionis suscipere 
dignatus est Christus, et quando 
circumcisus est, et quando baptiza- 


tiqui doctores ecclesize dixisse mon- 
etrarentur, nec ipsi, nec omnis ec- 
elesia, que tales doctores habuit, 
judicari deberent heretici. Nam 


tus est: et potest sacramentum adop-~ 
tionis adoptio nuncupari, sicut sa- 
cramentum corporis et sanguinis 
ejus, quod est in pane et poculo con- 
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ceive the sacrament of adoption, both when he was circumciged 
and when he was baptized. Now the sacrament of adoption 
may be called adoption, as we call the sacrament of his body 
and blood, which is in the consecrated bread and cup, his body 
and blood, not because the bread is properly his body, or the 
cup his blood, but because they contain the mystery of his 
body and blood. Whence our Saviour, when he blessed the 
bread and cup, and gave them to his disciples, called them his 
body and blood.’ It is plain, according to Facundus, that the 
bread and wine are not properly the body and blood of Christ, 
but properly bread and wine still, and only called his body and 
blood, as baptism and circumcision are called adoption, because 
they are the sacraments of adoption, and not the very thing 
which they represent. 

To these I only add the testimony of Isidore, bishop of 
Seville, who lived in the beginning of the seventh century, 
anno 630. He, speaking of the rites of the Church’®, says, 
‘ The bread, because it nourishes and strengthens our bodies, 
is therefore called the body of Christ, and the wine, because 
it creates blood in our flesh, is called the blood of Christ. Now 
these two things are visible, but being sanctified by the Holy 
Ghost they become the sacrament of the Lord’s body.’ Ber- 
tram 9 also quotes a like expression out of Isidore’s Origines : 
‘That as the visible substance of bread and wine nourish the 
outward man, so the word of Christ, who is the bread of life, re- 
fresheth the souls of the faithful, being received by faith.’ But as 
Bishop Cosins and Mr. Aubertin have observed, this passage by 


secrato, corpus ejus et sanguinem 
dicimus, non quod proprie corpus 
ejus sit is, et poculum sanguis, 
sed quod in se mysterium corporis 
sanguinisque contineant. Hinc et 
ipse Dominus benedictum panem et 
calicem, quem discipulis tradidit, 
corpus et sanguinem suum vocavit. 
Quocirca, sicut Christi fideles, sa- 
cramentum corporis et sanguinis 
ejus accipientes, corpus et sangul- 
nem Christi recte dicuntur accipere ; 
sic et ipse Christus, sacramentum 
adoptionis filiorum cum suscepis- 
set, potuit recte dici adoptionem 
filiorum suscepisse. 

18 De Eccles. Offic. 1. 1. c. 18. 


(p. 395 a.) Panis, quia confirmat 
corpus, ideo Christi corpus nuncu- 
patur; vinum autem, quia sangui- 
nem operatur in carne, ideo ad san- 
guinem Christi refertur. Heec au- 
tem duo sunt visibilia, &c. 

19 De Corp. et Sang. Dom. ex 
Isidor. Hispalens. Origin. 1. 6. ¢. 
19.) (ap. Flac. Catalog. Test. Veri- 
tat. 10. p. 1065. b.2. n. 4.) Panis 
et vinum ideo corpori et sanguini 
Domini comparantur, quia, sicut vi- 
sibilis hujus panis vinique substan- 
tia exteriorem nutrit et inebriat ho- 
minem, ita Verbum Dei, qui’ est 
panis vivus, participatione su! fide- 
lium recreat mentes. 
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some pious fraud is not to be found in its proper place. Now, 
if the bread be such bread in substance as nourishes the body, 
then it must be such as is properly bread still, and not the in- 
corruptible body of Christ, which cannot be said to be cast out 
into the draught, which yet Origen®° says of it, ‘that the 
material part of the sacrament, the typical and symbolical 
body of Christ, which goes in at the mouth, goes into the belly; 
but the real body of Christ is only received by those that are 
worthy, and by faith.’ 

By all which it is evident the Ancients did not know any 
thing of the new doctrine of transubstantiation, but believed 
that the bread and wine still remained in the eucharist in their 
proper nature. He that would see more of this may consult 
Bishop Cosins’ History of Transubstantiation, [Lond. 1676. 
8vo.| and Mr. Aubertin’s elaborate book, De Eucharistic 
Sacramento, [Daventris, 1654. fol.}] where he may find all the 
other arguments against this doctrine proposed, and the testi- 
monies of every Father vindicated against the sophistry of 
Perron and Bellarmin, and all other Romish writers upon this 
subject: and also see what opposition was made to the new 
hypothesis of Paschasius Rathbertus, which was rather a con- 
substantiation than a transubstantiation, as soon as it appeared, 
by Rabanus Maurus, Amalarius, Walafridus Strabo, Heribal- 
dus, Lupus, Frudegardus, Johannes Erigena, Prudentius Tri- 
cassin, Christianus Druthmarus, Alfricus, the Saxon Homi- 
lies, Fulbertus Carnotensis, Leuthericus Senonensis, Berno 
Augiensis, and others, to the time of Berengarius®!; after 


finding the date of Berengarius’ 
birth: and can likewise give no ac- 
count of his parentage and extrac- 


2 In Matt. 1s. [v.17.] p. 27 
[juxt. Ed. Bened. in Matth. 1. 2. . 


4.] (t.3. p.499 ¢.) El 8¢ may rd 


ciorropevdpevov eis rd ordpa els xKot- 
Aiay xwpei, kal eis ahedpava éxBar- 
Nera, xa) rd ayia(épevor Bpapa ded 
Adyou @cov xai évrevéeas, kat avro 
pey 76 truxdy eis ry kotdiay ywpei, 
a eis adedpava éxBadXeras’ chal 
Thy exvyevonerny aure elyny, 

Ty avadoyiay ris pal Nas 
7 ti owig usage & 

e followin e from 
the ihe and Death of. Berengarius, 
from Abel Redivivus, (Lond. 1651. 
p.1.)is curious: We have not been 
idle in seeking but unsuccessful in 


tion. Herein he is not unlike the 
river Nilus, unknown and obscure 
for its fountain, but famous and re- 
nowned for its streams; and his 
birth may seem eclipsed by the re- 
spondent lustre of his life. Towres, 
[fours] in France, seated on the 
river Loyer, io ire} was his native 
city, wherein he was born about the 
year of our Lord 1020, as by 


pro- 
pre of a ees may probably 


And it is observable, 
that as the city of Towres gave the 


first being to Berengarius, so a gate 
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whom it met with greater opposition from Honorius Augusto- 
dunensis, Amalricus, Peter and Henry de Bruis, Guido Gros- 
sus, archbishop of Narbonne, Francus Abbas, the Waldenses 
and Albigenses, the Bohemians and followers of John Huss 
and Jerom of Prague, the Wicklevists here in England, among 
whom was the famous Reginald Peacock, and many other 
learned men to the time of the Reformation. 

The first inventor of the name transubstantiation was 
Stephanus Eduensis, as Albertin there shows?!: and he lived 
not long before the Council of Lateran, which first dogmati- 
cally established it anno 1215. He shows, that before this 
they rather believed an impanation or concomitancy of the 
body with the bread still remaining. Bishop Cosins has many 
curious remarks of the same nature, and particularly he ob- 
serves of the recantation which Pope Nicholas II. obliged 
Berengarius to make, that it was so crude and absurd that 
even the present Romanists cannot digest it: for there he was 
obliged to profess22, that the very body and blood of Christ 
was touched and broken by the hands of the priest, and 
ground with the teeth of the faithful, not sacramentally only, 
but in truth and sensibly. Which the glosser upon Gratian, 
John Semeca, marks with this note?%, ‘that ufiless you un- 


of that city called Saint Hue’s Gate, 
in, at, and near which they used to 
meet, gave the denomination of the 
Huganites, [ Huguenots, ] or modern 
French Protestants, which in the 
point of transubstantiation succeed 
to the opinion of Berengarius, or 
rather to the truth of the doctrine 
itself.—He died at Angiers, anno 
1088. ae 

ucharist. 1.3. (p. 969 ad 
sinistr.) Tunc novitium transubstan- 
tiationis figmentum, novo hoc no- 
mine eo usque non vocitatum, illo 
ceepit commendari. Nomenclator 
ei Stephanus episcopus Eduensis, 
qui id nomen, ante ignotum in Trac- 
tatu de Sacramento Altaris primus 
usurpavit: Oramus, inquit, uf ctbus 
hominum fiat cibus ang sctlicet 
ut oblatio pants et vins transubstan- 
tietur in corpus et sanguinem Christs. 

22 Vid. ap. Gratian. de Consecrat. 
distinct. 2. c. 42. (t. I. p. 1932. 70.) 
Consentio autem sancte Romane 


et Apostolice Sedi, et ore et corde 
profiteor de sacramentis Dominic 
mensze eandem fidem me tenere, 
uam Dominus et venerabilis Papa 
icolaus et heec sancta synodus auc- 
toritate evangelica et apostolicam 
[leg: apostolica] tenendam tradidit, 
mihique firmavit, scilicet panem et 
vinum, que in altari ponuntur, post 
consecrationem non solum sacra- 
mentum, sed etiam verum corpus 
et sanguinem Domini nostri Jesu 
Christi esse, et sensualiter non solum 
sacramento, sed in veritate manibus 
sacerdotum tractari, frangi, et fide- 
lium dentibus atteri, &c. (See the 
Gloss on the word dentibus, as given 
also in the margin of the Corp. 
Juris. Canon. ee 1671. (t. 1. 
P- 1932. gi. u.) Nist sane, &c., as 
in note 23 following, and adding, 
Ideo omnia referas ad species tpsas, 
nam de Christi corpore partes non 
Secimus. Ep.} 
33 (Citante Chamier. de Eucha- 
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derstand it cautiously, it will lead into a greater heresy 
than that of Berengarius; for it exceeds truth, and is spoken 
hyperbolically.’ So little understanding was there of this 
monstrous doctrine when first it began to make its appearance 
in the world. 

But I shall pursue this matter no further, having sufficiently 
demonstrated that the Ancients knew nothing of this doctrine, 
since they unanimously declared that the bread and wine con- 
tinued in their own proper substance after consecration. Whence 
it follows, that they could not adore the eucharist with divine 
adoration, which they did not believe to be any otherwise than 
typically and symbolically the body of Christ. Indeed they 
did not so much as elevate it upon any account for many ages, 
mueh less for adoration. Some pretend to cite St. Basil’s 
authority for lifting it up to show it to the people in order to 
adoration. So Schelstrate24, and Bona?5, after Bellarmine*® 
But his words will bear no such sense: for he neither speaks 
of adoration nor yet of elevation to show it to the people, but 
only of consecration, as the Greek word dyddefts properly 
signifies, both in foreign and ecclesiastical writers, as Mr. 
Aubertin?? proves by various examples. St. Basil’s words aro 
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rist. 1.11. c.2. 8.9. p.2g0. (t.4. p. p.511 d.) Alterum testimonium Ba- 
at 


604 e.) Nisi sane ‘ntelligis verba 
Berengarii in majorem incides heere- 
, 8in, quam ipse habuit. Grischor. | 

2 C. Antioch. Restitut. dissert. 
4. c.6. n. 14. de Canone 2. (p. 219.) 
Latini post consecrationem elevant 
corpus et calicem sanguinis Domi- 
nici....Sed Greci paullo post ele- 
vationem frangunt jn quatuor partes 
sacrosanctam hostiam, et elevatio- 
nem ipsam non in medio sacrificii, 
sed paullo ante communionem pera- 
gunt. ... D. Basilius, Libro de Spi- 
ritu Sancto, c. 26. Invocationis 
verba, cum ostenditur panis eucha- 
ristie et poculum benedictionis, Yad 
sanctorum scripto nobis rehqwit 

25 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 13. 8. 2. (p. 
908.) Latini peracta consecratione, 

treci paullo ante communionem... 

corpus Dominicum et calicem ele- 
vant, ut a populo adoretur. ... Ba- 
silius de Spiritu Sancto, c. 27. In- 
vocationis verba, &c. 

% De Eucharist. |. 2. c. 15. (t. 3. 


ii est, in lib. de Spiritu Sancto, 
c.27., ubi sic ait: Verba invocatio- 
nis, cum ostenditur panis eucha- 
ristiz, quis sanctorum in scri 
nobit reliquit 3 Hinc enim ha 
mus, morem fuisse in ecclesia veteri, 
ut post consecrationem ostenderetur 
populo eucharistia, quod etiam nunc 
fieri videmus, et conceptis verbis 
invocaretur ; quse verba quidam 
suspicantur fuisse, Kyrie eleison. 

certe ex invocatione manifesta 
colligitur veritas Christi in eucha- 
ristla; neque enim panem invocare 
possumus, quantumlibet significet 
vel repreesentet corpus Christi. 

27 De Eucharist. 1.3. (p. 446. ad 
sinistr.et calc.) Nam Verbum avadei- 
xyvoOat spe sumi apud Grecos pro 
designatione et consecratione ad mu- 
nus aliquod, innumeris testimoniis 
demonstrari potest. Sic enim e 
scriptoribus exoticis Strabo (1. 4.) 
ait, Lugduni templum fuisse conse- 
cratum, avaderyOev, Cesar, communi 
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these?®: Ta ris émiuxAjoews piyara ént ris dvadeifews Tod dprov 
Ths ebyaptorlas, tls rév dylwv eyypdpos jpiv Karadédorzev ; 
Which Bellarmin, following a corrupt Latin translation, renders 
thus: Which of the saints has left us in writing the words in 
which the people invocate the eucharist when it 13 shown to 
them ? Whereas they ought to be rendered thus : Which of 
the saints has left usin writing the words of the invocation, 
(or prayer,) wherewith the eucharist is consecrated ?» And so 
Perron himself 29 with more than ordinary ingenuity confesses, 
telling us, ‘that St. Basil’s words are not to be understood of 
the people’s praying to the eucharist, but of the minister’s 
praying to God in a solemn form of invocation to consecrate 


Gallorum consilio. Sic e sacris B. 
Lucas (c.10. 1.): Post hec Dominus, 
avedertev, designavit et altos septua- 
ginta. Et Nyssenus (de Vita Ma- 
crin.) de Basilio ipso: Tum Basilius 
ayedeixyOn, ordinatus est episcopus 
Cesaree. Et rursum (Orat. 3. in 
Christ. Resurrect.): Deus hominem 
ejus, que sub celo est, creature re- 
gem ordinavit, avédefev. Et Syne- 
sius (ep. 66.) de gquodam Alexandro 
loquens: ’AvedeixOn, Consecratus est 
seu constitutus episcopus tn Bithynia 
per Johannem. Et Dionysius Areo- 
pagites vulgo dictus (Eccles. Hier- 
arch. c. 3+}: Sacerdotes laudibus con- 
celebrant beneficum illud principtum 
ples. illum principem, | per quem no- 

is sanctificata et consecrata sunt, 
avedeiyOnoay, salutaria mysteria. Et 
Proclus, in Fragmento Liturgies illi 
tributo, de Apostolis loquens, ac de 
lis, qui eis successerunt, Exspect- 
abant, inquit, adventum Spiritus 
Sancti, ut divina sua presentia 
Grodnyy re xat avadeién, efficeret et 
eonsecraret panem ad sacrifictum 
propositum, et calicem aqua mixtum, 
ipsum ac sanguinem Domini 
nostri Jesu Christi. Et Liturgia 
Preesanctificatorum in oratione pro 
lis, es ad baptismum parabantur 
(Bibl. Patr. t.2. Gr. Lat.): Consecra 
eos, avddeEor, pro membris Filss tus. 
Liturgia quoque B. Jacobo afficta: 
Acci panem in sanctas, immacu- 
latas, inculpabiles et immortales ma- 
nus suas Dominus, ac tibi Deo Patri 


- &e. 


consecrans, avadeifas, eucharistias et 
sanctificans, et frangens dedit nobis, 
&c. Denique ipsamet Basil Litur- 
gia: Rogamus te, &c., ut veniat Spi- 
ritus Sanctus tuus super nos et super 
hee dona, eaque benedicat, sanctificet, 
et consecret, avadeiEa. 

28 De Spirit. Sanct. c. 27. (t. 3. 

.I. p. 75 e. n. 66.) 

29 De Eucharist. 1. 3. Author. 15. 
c.3. ap. Albertin. ibid. (p. ead. sed 
supra.) Verum pro nobis respondet 

Bellarmino] Perronius (de Euch. 
.2, Auth. 15. ¢c. 3.), In textu Greco 
nop haberi verba invocationis, cum 
ostenditur panis eucharistiz, sed 
verba invocationis cum consecratur 
panis eucharistiz. Non enim ibi 
agitur, inquit, de invocatione a- 
stantium, sed de ea, in qua Christi 
verba insita esse Basilius ipse docet, 
subjungens: Nec enim his contenti 
sumus, que aut Apostolus aut Evan- 
gelium commemorat: sed alia ante 
et post dicimus, ea ex doctrina non 
scripta mutuantes, magnam ad my- 
sterium virtutem habentia. At verba 
Christi non dicuntur in astantium 
precibus, sed in oratione sacerdotis; 
har Veteres, et speciatim Irenzeus 

uobus in locis, érixAnos appellant, 
perinde ac Basilius. Hee autem 
oratio non funditur, cum ostendi- 
tur eucharistia, sed ante, et preecipue 
juxta usum Liturgiarum Greecarum, 
Itaque vocabulum Grecum, 
dydSerfis, consecrationem ibi signi- 
ficat, non ostensionem. 
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the eucharist.’ Which, as I have shown before®°, was not 
done barely by pronouncing those words, This is my body ! as 
now it is in the Roman Church; but by a formal invocation 
and thanksgiving, beseeching God to sanctify the gifts; which 
form, St. Basil rightly says, was not by any of the Evangelists 
left in writing. 

Some again urge the testimony of Germanus, bishop of Con- 
stantinople, as one who speaks of elevating the host after con- 
secration. And indeed he®! does so: but then he gives another 
reason for it, and not that of the people’s adoration. He says, 
‘it was to represent our Saviour’s elevation upon the cross, and 
his dying there, together with his rising from the dead.’ Which 
was far from the modern intent of elevation. This author lived 
about the year 715, and he is the first that mentions this ele- 
vation among the Greeks, without any notice of adoration. 

And for the Latin Church there is a perfect silence in all 
the older ritualists about it till the eleventh century, when it is 
mentioned by Ivo Carnotensis®?, and Hugo de Sancto Victore?3, 
though still for the same reason given by Germanus, and not 
for adoration. The first writer that assigns the reason of it to 
be for adoration, as Mr. Daille®4 proves at large, is Gulielmus 
Durandus**, who wrote his Rationale about the year 1386. So 
that transubstantiation and adoration of the eucharist, as mother 
and daughter, came within an age of one another. The most 
learned now in the Roman Church confess the main of this. ‘< 
Bona*6 says very frankly he cannot trace the original of ele- 
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 B. 15. ch. 3. 8. 12. p. 298, 


ing. 

Pal Theoria Rer. Divin. (ap. Bibl. 
Patr. Gr. Lat. t. 2. p. 163 d. 4.) ‘H 
8¢ twos rov reslov caparos eixo- 
viles rnv emt Tov oTraupod UWecry, kal 
roy ev a’t@ Oavaroy, xal airy rh 
dydoracwy, K.T. A. 

82 Ep. de Sacrament. Misse. (ap. 
Dall. de Object. Cult. Relig. 1. 2. 
p. 287.) Cum vero panis et calix, 
adhibito diacono, elevatio corporis 
Christi in cruce commemoratur, &c. 

83 De Misse Observat. lib. 2. cap. 
28. (ap. Dall. ibid.) Post signa crucis 
sacerdos utraque manu elevat sa- 
cramentum corporis et sanguinis 
Christi, et paullo post deponit ; quod 
significat elevationem corporis Jesu 


Christi in cruce, et ejusdem in se- 
pulchrum depositionem. 

44 De Object. Cult. Relig. 1. 2. 
c. 6. (p. 237. ad im.) Sequentis de- 
mum szculi, id est, decimi tertil, 


Part. Canonis. (fol.17 1. vers. )Quinto, 
hostia elevatur, ut populus non pre- 
veniens consecrationem, sed ex hoc 
cognoscens illam factam esse, et 
Christum super altare veniese reve- 
renter ad terram proaternantur. 

86 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. ¢. 13. n. 2. 
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vating the sacrament immediately after consecration in the 
Latin Church higher than Ivo, and Gulielmus Parisiensis, and 
Hildebert of Tours, who make mention of ringing a bell at this 
elevation in the twelfth and thirteenth century, when they 
lived: but he owns the old Sacramentaria, whether printed 
or manuscript, and the old Ritualists, Alcuin, Amalarius, 
Strabo, Micrologus, and the rest, have not a syllable about it. 
And whereas.Stephen Durantus®’ boasts of its antiquity, and 
says it began with the very infancy of the Church, he corrects 
his mistake, as relying only upon the Greek writers, who 
prove nothing of the customs of the Latin Church. So that 
here we have a plain acknowledgment of its novelty; and 
Daille®* takes the same confession under the hand of Mori- 
nus39 and Goar/°, two other learned writers of the Roman 
Church, as Bishop Stillingfleet 4! does also from Menardus. 

5. But it may be said, though there was no elevation of the No adora- 
host, nor ringing of a bell before this time in the Latin Church, f0" prene 
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(p. 309.) Nec etiam liquet, que 
prima origo fuerit in ecclesia Latina 
elevandi sacra mysteria, statim ac 
consecrata sunt: in antiquis enim 
Sacramentorum Libriset in codicibus 
Ordinis Romani, tam excusis quam 
MSS., nec in priscis rituum exposi- 
toribus Alcuin Amalario, Walfrido, 
Micrologo, et aliis aliquod ejus ves- 
tigium reperitur. Ea duntaxat in 
Ordine Romano elevatio commemo- 
ratur, qua calix attollitur ante ora- 
tionem Dominicam: Cum dixerit, 
Per quem hac omnia, Domine, erigit 
se archidiaconus solus, et cum dix- 
erit, Per spsum et cum ipso, levat 
cum offertorio calicem per ansas, et 
tenet exaltans illum juxta ponti- 
ficem. 

37 De Ritibus, 1. 2. ¢. 40. n. 2. 
(p. 229.) Plane ab ipsis ecclesiz in- 
cunabulis, post consecrationem eu- 
charistiam in altum tollere et populo 
ostendere consuetum, probat aperte 
Sanctus Dionysius, Lib. de Ecclesi- 
ast. Hierarch. c. 3. Pontifex, §c.— 
See also Bona, (ibid. p. 309.) where 
the words of Durantus are cited. 

8 Ubi supra. (p. 237. ad summ.) 
..».Goar, vir eruditissimus et La- 
tinarum traditionum studiosiseimue, 
vere meritoque negat plane constare, 


quando consecrationi apud Latinos 
juncta fuerit hostie elevatio; et 
Stephani Duranti, nunquam ab ea 
divisam fuisse contendentis, opinio- 
nem jure aspernatur. Hoc quidem 
ex eo, quod ego proxime observavi, 
auctorum tam multorum de illa si- 
lentio constat, non fuisse hunc ritum 
apud Latinos receptum ante unde- 
cimum seculum; quo eos vixisse, 

uos ad hanc rem Goar citavit, et 

icrologi auctorem, omnes fatentur, 
etipsum Ordinis Romani scriptorem, 
si alii negant, docuit ac probavit 
Johannes Morinus. 

39 i Ordinat. part. 3. exercit. 9. 
cI. . 132, seqq.) 

40 Not. = Bacholdg: (p. 146.) 
Quando vero consecrationi apu 
Latinos juncta fuerit hostiz elevatio, 
non plane constat. Steph. Duran- 
tus ab ea nunquam fuisse divisam 
contendit, sed infirmo juxta suam 
sententiam Dionysii et Maximi fun- 
damento, qui scriptis suis, non Disi 
Grecis ritibus, suffragantur. 

41 Origines Britannicz, ch. 4. p. 
236. ex Menardo, Not. in Greg. 
Sacrament. p. 374. (Vv. 3. p- 147.) 
The same had been ingenuously 
confessed by Menardus, &c. 


442 AV. v. 


the twelfth yet there might be divine adoration for all that paid to the 

eer ee eucharist from the beginning. Cardinal Perron was so con- 

tury. fident of this, that he makes sittjng a posture of devotion, on 
purpose to prove that the Apostles adored it sitting. The 
vanity of which pretence has been shown before*!. A great 
many other proofs are alleged out of the Ancients to prove 
this adoration. But they prove no more, but either that a 
veneration was paid to the sacrament as to the books of the 
Gospel, and the water of baptism, and the Lord’s table, and 
many other sacred things, which no one denies; or else, that 
the adoration was given to Christ, as divinely present every 
where, or as sitting at the right hand of God in heaven, 
whither they were directed by the admonition of Sursum 
corda! to lift up their hearts, and to elevate their own souls 
to adore him there. 

St. Jerom speaks of common and ordinary veneration, when 4? 
he says, ‘men were taught by the Scriptures with what vene- 
ration they ought to receive holy things and serve in the 
ministry of Christ’s altar, and not to esteem the holy cups, and 
holy veils, and other things pertaining to the service of the 
Lord’s passion, to be without holiness as inanimate things and 
void of sense, but as things which, for their relation to the 
body and blood of the Lord, were to be venerated with the 
same majesty and reverence as his body and blood.’ Such re- 
verence as this, which was given to the cups and other utensils 
of the altar, no doubt was given to the sacrament as the sym- 
bolical body and blood of Christ: but this could not be a vene- 
ration of divine worship and adoration, unless we can think 
that they gave divine worship to the cups and utensils of the 
altar, which he says were venerated with the same respect as 
the body and blood of Christ. 

Mr. Aubertin 43 gives a great many instances of this kind of 


Resolution of questions 


41 See b. 13. ch. 8. 8. 7. v. 4 
p. 507, and ch. 5. s. 3. of this book, 


p. 420, preceding 

42 BAe ak ad Theophil. (¢. 1. 
p. Discant, qui ignorant, 
eru B3 Geauimoniis ripturarum, 


qua debeant veneratione sancta sus- 
cipere, et altaris Christi ministerio 
deservire, sacrosque calices, et sancta 
velamina, et cetera, que ad cultum 


Dominice pertinent passionis, non 
quasi inanima et sensu carentia sanc- 
timoniam non habere, sed ex con- 
sortio corporis et sanguinis Domini, 
eadem, qua corpus ejus et sanguis, 
majestate veneranda. 

De Eucharist. (p. 432. ad 
dextr.) Quo sensu Josephus xpoc- 
xuvnow templis tribuit, et post Jo- 
sephum clerus ecclesias Apameen- 
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veneration paid to churches, and the Book of the Law, and 
baptism, which can signify no more than their reverential use of 
them as sacred and venerable things. And such a veneration 
they paid to the sacrament; never putting consecrated bread 
to any profane or common use; much less violating its sacred- 
ness by any more indecent practice, as was that outrage of the 
Donatists *® when they threw it to the dogs ; never touching it 
with unwashen hands ; being extremely cautious not to let any 
particle of it fall to the ground: which is a particular caution 
noted by many of the Ancients, Tertullian4‘, St. Austin %, 
Cyril of Jerusalem‘, and Origen‘47, who styles it a veneration 
in express terms. Whence Bellarmin very wisely concludes 
they must needs believe it to be Christ’s natural body and 


adore it. As if holy things 
sis. Constantius spocxury7réy vdpoy 
appellat; Isidorus Pelusiota spoc- 
xuvovpevoy Salvatoris sepulchrum, 


c. 

43 See b. 8. ch. 10. 8.2. Vv. 3. p. 

IQT. N. 95. 
48 De Cor. Mil. c. 3. (p. 102 a.) 
Calicis, aut panis etiam nostri, ali- 
quid decuti in terram anxie pati- 
mur. 

45 Hom. 26. ex. go. (al. Serm. 
a append.] (t. 5. append. p. 504 

-)...- Quanta solicitudine obser- 
vamus, quando nobis corpus Christi 
ministratur, ut nihil ex ipso de 
nostris manibus in terram cadat; 
tanta solicitudine observemus, ne 
verbum Dei, quod nobis erogatur, 
dum aliud aut cogitamus aut loqui- 
mur, de corde nostro depereat. 

46 Catech. [23.} Mystag. 5. n. 18. 
[al. 21.] (p. 331 c.) pootdy ob» pi) 
Terauévois Tois TaY Yeipa@y Kaprois 
spocépxov, pndé dSinpnpévos ois 

phos’ GAAG Thy dpiorepay Opdvoy 
somnoas Ty Seftg, os peAAovon Bace- 
Aéa drodéxecOa’ xat KowAdvas Ti 
wahduny Séxov rd cpa Tov Xpicrov, 
émdeyor 70, Apnv. Mer dodadeias 
ovy ayidoas rovs épOadpors ry erapy 
tov aylov odparos peraAddpuBare, 
MPoreXwy py WaparroNeans rt €K TOU- 
Tov avrov’ Oomep yap éay aroXéo7s, 
roury ws amd oixeiou 8ndovdre é(nyt~ 
Ons pédous. Eilwé yap pot, ef ris 


could not be used with such 


co. €daxe Viyuara xpuoiov, ovx dy 
pera mdons aodadelus éxparets, pu- 
Aarrdpevos ph rs abray maparodéons, 
kal (npuiav trootys; Ov modd@ oby 
padXAov dodadéarepoy, rou ypuciov 
kal AiBwy ripley tiptorépov Qiaone: 
meets, inép rou pH Wixay oat ék- 
swecey. Etta pera rd xowarnoai ce 
Tov odparos Xptorov, mpowéepyou Kai 
Te Tornpiy Tov aiparos, ur) avareivov 
Tas xeipas, GANG Kimrey, al rpér@ 
mpoaxusnoews kai oeAdopatos Aeyov 
rd, 'Auny, ayuifouv xal éx Tov aiparos 
peradapSavwy Xpiorov. “Ere 8é ris 
voridos evovans Tois xeiAeoi wou xep- 
oly érapmpevos, cal 6p6adpovs, nat 
peérotroy, kal ra ound ayiale aia6n- 
mpta. Eira dvapeivas tiv evyiy ev- 
xapiores rp Ge@ tH Karafidoayri ve 
Tay TnALKOUTMOY pvoTnpioY. 

47 Hom. 13. in Ex. (t. 2. p. 176 e.) 
Nostis, qui divinis mysteriis inter- 
esse consuevistis, quomodo, cum 
suscipitis corpus Domini, cum omni 
cautela et veneratione servatis, ne ex 
eo parum quid decidat, ne conse- 
crati muneris aliquid delabatur. 
Reos enim vos creditis et recte cre- 
ditis, si quid inde per negligentiam 
decidat. Quod si circa corpus ejus 
conservandum tanta utimini cautela, 
et merito utimini ; ss aonared putatis 
esse minoris piaculi, verbum Dei 
neglexisse quam corpus ejus? 

@ 
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caution and reverence but presently it must be interpreted an 
act of adoration. 

But the Ancients sometimes say they worshipped Christ in 
the eucharist. Which we do not deny either. St. Austin 48 
says, ‘No mau eats the flesh of Christ but he that first worships 
it.” And there are like expressions in Ambrose, Chrysostom, 
and some other ancient writers. But then they sufficiently 
explain their own meaning, giving us to understand that they 
neither speak of oral manducation, nor of adoring Christ as 
corporeally present in the eucharist, but as spiritually present, 
or else as corporeally absent in heaven. St. Chrysostom‘ 
says, ‘they fell down before Christ their King as captives in 
baptism, and that they cast themselves down upon their knees 
before him.’ And yet no one would conclude therefore that 
they worshipped him as corporeally present in baptism, al- 
though baptism made them partakers of his body and blood 
also. He says further®°, ‘that the king himself bowed his 
body because of God speaking in the holy Gospels.” But it 
would be ridiculous hence to infer either that they worshipped 
the Gospels, or Christ as corporeally present in them. 

Mr. Aubertin®! has demonstrated out of St. Austin’s works 





48 In Ps. 08. (t. 4. p. 1065 ¢.)... 
Et ipsam carnem nobis manducan- 
dam ad salutem dedit: nemo autem 
illam carnem manducat, nisi prius 
adoraverit, &c. 

49 In illud, Simile est regnum 
ceelorum, &c. (ap. Albertin. de Eu- 
charist. 1. 2. c. 2. p. 432.) (Oper. 
Chrysost. t. 8. int. Spuria, p. 104.) 
’"Evecday 8¢ xaraAddBnre roy Nupdava 
rov Lvevdparos, éretdayv ela dpdpunre ri 
maotada THs xdptros, ereday mAnoioy 
yevnabe ris SoRepis dpov xai mobe- 
vijs KoAUL SN Opas, os alxpddoro: mpoc- 
wéonre rp Bacwrel, pivare mayres 
dpoiws emi ydvara. 

50 In illud, Attendite ne eleemosy- 
nam faciatis, &c. (ap. eund. p. 432.) 
(Oper. Chrysost. ibid. p. 93 C.)e-s. 
“Ymoxurret bia tov év rois aylos Ev- 
ayyeAlas duthovvra Ocdy. 

1 De Eucharist, 1]. 2. Prop. Prim. 
(pp. 602, seqq.) Panem et vinum 
nec fieri nec esse proprie et substan- 
tialiter corpus et sanguinem Domini, 


sed sacramentaliter tantum et figu- 
rate. 

Prop. Secund. (pp. 636, seqq.) 
Christum non esse in eucharistia 
substantialiter et corporaliter pree- 
sentem. 

Prop. Tert. (pp. 659, seqq.) In 
eucharistia verum panem mandu- 


cari. 

Prop. Quart. (pp. 667, seqq.) 
Manducationem proprii corporis 
Christi participationemque sanguinis 
ipsius, spiritualem esse, non oralem. 

Prop. Quint. (pp. 711, seqq.) Im- 
pios proprium Domini corpus et 
sapguinem nec manducare nec bi- 
bere. 

Prop. Sext. (pp. 732, seqq.) Im- 
possibile esse ut idem corpus in 
pluribus locis simul sit. 

Prop. Sept. (pp. 737, seqq.) Cor- 
pus necessario locum occupare. _ 

Prop. Oct. (pp. 741, seqq.) Acci- 
dentia sine subjecto subsistere nullo 
modo posse. 
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these several propositions, which are all pointblank contrary 
to the adoration of Christ, as corporeally present in the eucha- 
rist. 1. That bread and wine are not properly and substan- 
tially the body and blood of Christ, but only sacramentally and 
figuratively. 2. That Christ is not substantially and cor- 
poreally present in the eucharist, but corporeally present only 
in heaven. 3. That true bread remains and is eaten in the 
eucharist. 4. That the manducation of Christ in the eucharist 
is not oral but spiritual. 5. That the wicked do not eat or 
drink the proper body and blood of Christ in the eucharist. 
6. That the same body cannot be in different places at one and 
the same time; and that this is particularly asserted of the 
body of Christ. 7. That a body must necessarily occupy some 
place and space, and be extended by parts, with longitude, 
latitude, and profundity. 8. That accidents cannot subsist 
without a subject. All which directly overthrow the corporeal 
presence of Christ in the eucharist, and consequently show that 
the adoration which was given to Christ in the eucharist was 
not to his corporeal presence, but his spiritual presence, or to 
his body as absent in heaven. 

But Durantus*? undertakes to prove that the body of Christ 
was not only worshipped as corporeally present in the eucha- 
rist, in the use and time of celebration, but at other times by 
non-communicants also. For this he alleges Chrysostom, who 
says, ‘that the energumens at that time were brought by the 
deacon and made to bow their heads.’ Which Durantus inter- 
prets of bowing to the eucharist. But Chrysostom unluckily 
spoils his argument. ‘ For at that time,’ he says, ‘ the eucharist 
was not consecrated, but only about to be consecrated; and 


52 De Ritibus, 1. 3. ¢. 40. n. 5. 
(p. 230.)... Adoratam fuisse eucha- 
ristiam extra usum et a non com- 


58 Hom. 3. de snevpreneos 
Dei Natura. t. 1. p. 365. (t. I. p. 


4 


470 €.).. Kal rovs évepyoupévous xar 


municantibus, probat S. Chrysosto- 
mus, Hom. 3. de Incomprehensibili 
Dei natura. Ibi enim loquens de 
energumenis ait, Agitatos quoque, 
ob eam rem, diaconus tempore silo 
ductt, et jubet caput inclinare. Et 
Hom. 4. ejusdem tractationis: Cur 
homines demone agitatos, et furore 
aceitos teterrimo, adduct tempore 
tllo, et capita inclinare, jubet dta- 
conus? 


éxeivoy tornos tov Kaipdy 6 didKovos, 
wal xedevet xAivas THY Kehadny pdyvor, 
cat T@ oXNpaTe TOU Topatos srotel- 
o6at ie panier 4. ibid. 

. 374. (p. 477 b.)"Eoras dé 7 xdprs, 
Ay ba opev das, rivos évexey ‘eivn 

iverat pd trav Drv 1 ebyy, xai ri 

pore Tous Satuovavras Kal 17 pa 
via womnpé xarexopevous eloayerbat 
xedever rére 6 Staxovos Kai KAivew 


ras xepadds. 
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these energumens were not allowed to stay to hear the prayers 
of consecration with the faithful, but were dismissed with the 
catechumens and other non-communicants before the commu- 
nion-service began.’ So that if they worshipped the host, it 
must be an unconsecrated host, which, according to Durantus 
himself, would be plain idolatry. So unfortunate are these gen- 
tlemen in the best arguments they can produce for host-wor- 
ship among the Ancients, that their own very proofs manifestly 
overthrow it. 

On the other hand, there are most certain demonstrations 
that there could be no such thing as host-worship in the an- 
cient Church, not only taken from their not believing transub- 
stantiation and the corporeal presence, but from many other 
topics solidly deduced and substantially proved by two learned 
writers, Mr. Daille>4 and Dr. Whitby 5, in two excellent dis- 
courses upon this very subject, to which I will commend the 
reader, contenting myself to mention the heads of the prin- 
cipal arguments, which they have more fully drawn out and 
proved. 

Mr. Daille ranks his arguments under two heads, some ge- 
neral ones against the worship of the eucharist, saints, relics, 
images, and crosses; and others more particularly levelled 
against the worship of the eucharist. 

Among those of the first kind, he urges this as very remark- 
able: 1. That in all the ancient relations of miracles, there is 
never any mention made of miracles being wrought by the eu- 
charist, as 18 now so common in later ages, especially in the 
book called The School of the Eucharist, which is a collection 
of legends under the name of miracles wrought by the host 
upon sundry occasions. 2. He urges another general argu- 
ment from the silence of all such writers of the Church as 
speak of traditions, that the worship of the eucharist is never 
once named among them. 3. That among the Heathen objec- 
tions and calumnies which they raised against them, such as 
their worshipping the sun and an ass’s head, and the genitals 


54 De Object. Cult. Relig. 1.1. adoratione traditionem argumenta 
(p.1-) Quo communia totius in uni- continentur. 
versum cause argumenta continen-  °% Idolatry of Host-Worship, 
tur.—Ibid. 2. (p. 216.) Quo propria Lond. 1679. 8vo. 
adversus Latinam de Eucharistise 
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of their priests, and a crucified and dead man, they never ob- 
jected to them the worship of bread and wine, which yet had 
been very obvious and natural, and invidious enough to have 
accused them of, had there then been any such plausible 
ground for an accusation, as there has been in later ages. 
4. The Christians used to object to the Heathens, that they 
worshipped things that were dumb and void of life; things 
that must be carried upon men’s shoulders, and, if they fell, 
could not rise again; things that must be guarded by men to 
secure them from thieves; things that might be carried cap- 
tive, and were not able to preserve and deliver themselves ; 
things that might be laid to pawn, as the eucharist has been 
by some princes in later ages; things that are exposed to fire 
and weather, and rust and moth and corruption and other in- 
juries of nature; things that might be devoured by mice and 
other animals, and might be gnawed and dunged upon by the 
most contemptible creatures. All which objections might easily 
have been retorted by the Heathens upon the Christians, had 
they then worshipped the eucharist, or images, or relics, or 
crosses, which are liable to all the same reproaches. 

These are general arguments against host-worship, together 
with the rest of that idolatrous worship which now so abounds 
in the Church of Rome. But there are a great many more 
special arguments urged in particular against host-worship by 
that learned man. 

1, From the silence of all ancient writers about it. 4%. From 
their using no elevation of the host for worship for many ages, 
as we have shown at large out of Bona before. 3. The Ancients 
knew nothmg of ringing a bell to give notice of the time of 
adoration to the people. 4. There are no histories of beasts 
miraculously worshipping the eucharist, which sort of fictions 
are so common in later ages. 5. The Ancients never carried 
the eucharist to the sick or absent with any pomp or signs of 
worship ; never exposed it to public view in times of solemn 
rejoicing or sorrow; never adored or invoked its assistance in 
distress, or upon any great undertaking; which are now such 
common practices in the Roman Church. 6. The Ancients 
never enjoined persons newly baptized and penitents to fall 
down before the eucharist and worship it, as is now commonly 
done in the Roman Church. 7. The Ancients never allowed 
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non-communicants to stay and worship the eucharist, as the 
practice now is; which yet had been very proper, had they 
believed the eucharist to be their God. But they used it only 
for communion, not for adoration. 8. The Ancients never used 
to carry the eucharist publicly in processions, to be adored by 
all the people; which is a novel practice in the judgment of 
Krantzius°® and Cassander57. 9. The Ancients lighted no 
lamps nor candles by day to the eucharist, nor burned incense 
before it, as is now the practice. 10. They made no little 
images of the eucharist, to be kissed and worshipped as the 
images of Christ. 11. They had no peculiar festival appro- 
priated to its more solemn worship. This is of no longer date 
than Pope Urban IV, who first instituted it, anno 1264, and is 
peculiar only to the Roman Church. 12. The ancient Liturgies 
have no forms of prayers, doxologies, or praises to the eucha- 
rist, as are in the Roman Missal. 13. The adoration of the 
eucharist was never objected by the Heathens to the primitive 
Christians; nor were they reproached, as the Romanists have 
been since, as ‘eaters of their God.’ It is a noted saying of 
Averroes5®, Quando quidem comedunt Christiani quod colunt, 
sit anima mea cum philosophis! Since Christians eat what 
they worship, let my soul rather have her portion among the 
philosophers! This learned philosopher lived about the year 





56 Metropol. 1. 11. c. 39. (Basil. 
1568. fol. p. 359.) Fertur idem in- 
ter alia salubria constituisse de ve- 
nerabili eucharistia, cujus erat tunc, 
ut nunc, Yr abusus, cum in 
publicum deferretur in diebus Jovis 
pe apni circulum. Res, ut prima 
ronte preetenditur, devotioni para- 
ta; sed, ut evidenter claruit, per cre- 
bram ejus ostentationem vilescente, 
quee semper ardens et summa de- 
buit esse, reverentia. Constituit 
ergo, ut non in publicum efferretur, 
nisi infra octavam festivitatis, insti- 
tute ad honorem sanctissime eu- 
charietiee: preesertim quia ejus usus 
a celesti Magistro institutus est ad 
esum, non ostentationem. 

47 Consultat. Sect. de Circumgest. 
(p. 984.) Consuetudo vero qua pa- 
nis eucharistiz in publica pompa 
conspicuus circumfertur, ac passim 
omnium hominum oculis ingeritur, 


reeter veterum morem et mentem, 
ud ita longo tempore inducta et 
recepta videtur. Illi enim hoc mys- 
terium in tanta religione ac venera- 
tione habuerunt, ut non modo ad 
ejus tionem, sed ne inspectio- 
nem quidem admitterent nisi fide- 
les, quos Christi membra et tanti 
mysterii participatione dignos esse 
existimarent. Quare ante consecra- 
tionem, catechumeni, energumeni, 
peenitentes, denique non communi- 
cantes, diaconi voce et ostiariorum 
ministerio seckidebantur. 

58 a celebrated Arabian phi- 
losopher was born of a noble family 
at Corduba, the capital of the Sara- 
cen dominions in Spain, about the 
middle of the twelfth century. For 
a full account of him, as well as 
of his Works, see Chalmers’s Bio- 
graph. Diction. Lond. 1812. v. 3. 


pp- 165, seqq. Ep.] 
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1150, when host-worship began to be practised, which gave 
him this prejudice to the Christian religion. 14. The Christians 
objected such things to the Heathens, as they never would 
have objected, had they themselves worshipped the host; as, 
that it was an impious thing to eat what they worshipped, and 
worship what they ate and sacrificed. Which objections might 
easily have been retorted upon them. 15. The Christians were 
accused by the Heathens of eating infants’ blood in their solemn 
mysteries, but never any mention is made of eating the blood 
of Christ, either in the objection or answer to it. The ground 
of the story arose from the practice of the Carpocratians and 
other heretics5*, and not from the Christians’ eating the blood 
of Christ. 16. Lastly, the Christians never urged the adoration 
of the eucharist in their disputes with the Ebionites and Do- 
cetw@, which yet would have been very proper to confute their 
errors, who denied the reality of the flesh of Christ. To these 
arguments of Mr. Daille, Dr. Whitby has added these further. 
1. That the Scriptures and Fathers deride the Heathen deities, 
and say, that we may know they are no Gods, because they 
have no use of their outward senses. 2. Because they are 
made Gods by consecration, and by the will of the artificer, 
part of that matter, which is consecrated into a God, being 
exposed to common uses. 3. Because they were imprisoned in 
their images, or shut up in obscure habitations. 4. Because 
they clothed their Gods in costly raiments. 5. Because they 
might be metamorphosed or changed from one shape to an- 
other. All which might have been retorted upon the Christians, 
had they worshipped the eucharist, without any possibility of 
evasion. Soto®? and Paludanus® own that the whole eucharist, 
substance as well as species, may be vomited up again, or 
voided at the draught. Which to affirm of the real body of 
Christ, the Ancients would have accounted the greatest blas- 
phemy. For these and the like reasons we may safely conclude 
that there was no such practice among the Ancients, as giving 


58 Seech. 7, 8. 10, following. p.490. 

$9 [Dominicus, Ordinis Predi- 
catorum, vir doctissimus, &c. Olbiit 
anno 1560. Vid. Bellarmin. de 
Scriptor. Eccles. p. 254. Among 
other worke, he wrote Commentaria 
tn Quatuor Libros Sententiarum in 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


duobus tomis divisa. Ep. 

60 [Or Petrus de Palude. He 
flourished between the year 1330 
and 1340. Of his Commentary In 
Quatuor Libros Sententiarum, the 
third and fourth books only are 
exstant. Ep. | 
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Resolution of : 
divine honour to the host upon presumption of its bemg the 
real body of Christ, though they treated it as the sacred sym- 
bol and antitype of his body with all imagmable respect and 
veneration. 

To deduce these arguments at their full length would fill a 
volume, and therefore it is sufficient here to have hmnted the 
heads of them in this summary account, referring the reader to 
those two learned authors, who have proved every thing they 
say, for fuller satisfaction. I now go on with the practice of 
the ancient Church. 

6. In distributing the elements the people were allowed to 
receive them into their own hands. Which now, since the 
belief of transubstantiation and the adoration of the host came 
in, is severely prohibited in the Roman Church. And this is 
at least another strong presumption, that the Ancients had 
very different sentiments of the eucharist from those which 
now prevail in the Roman Church. As to fact, there is no 
dispute of the matter. The thing is confessed by Baronius 5* 
and Morinus 59 and Garsias Loaisa ©, as Daille® has noted 
out of them. And Bona confesses, he cannot tell when the 
contrary custom first came in, but he thinks it very probable 
that it began at the same time that they first brought into the 
Western Church the use of unleavened bread, and wafer-hosts; 
which, as he proves before, was not till the twelfth or thirteenth 
century. But that the reader may not wholly depend upon 
these concessions, I will note a few places in the margin out of 
Tertullian ©, Clemens Alexandrinus™, Cyprian®, Origen, 


Tha people 
allawed to 
receive the 
euchariat 
inte their 
own handa. 


(p. 322.) Quod si conjecturis in re 
obscura ae tribuere fas est, satis 
mihi probabile videtur, tunc ceepisse 


66 An, 57. n. 149. (t. 1. p. 494 8.) 
Dabat sacerdos in manus cujusque 
eucharistiam, quam sic ille cum 





summa reverentia ori admovebat. 

Suppetunt de ea re quam plurima 

testimonia sanctorum patrum, &c. 
69 De Ordinat. part 3. Exercit. 


12. c. 3. tot. (pp. 177 seqq.) lis, 
use &c 


60 In C. Tolet. 1. c. 14. (t. 2. p. 
1239 a.) Antiquus ecclesise mos fult, 
dare fidelibus eucharistiam in ma- 


nus, 

61 De Object. Cult. Relig. }. 2. ¢. 
20. (p. 299) Ritum Baronius ipse 
observavit, &c. 

62 Rer. Liturg. |. 2. c. 17. n. 7. 


in Occidente corpus Christi ore ac- 
cipi, cum panis consecrandus ad 
eam formam tenuissimam, qua nunc 
utimur, redactus est, &c.—Vid. Va- 
les. Not. in Euseb. 1. 7. c. 10. (v. 1. 
p. 330. 21. Fideles, qui corpus Do- 
mini manu accepturi erant, lotis 
rius studiose manibus accede- 
ant. 

68 De Cor. Mil. c. 3. (p. 102 a.) 
Eucharistie sacramentum .... nec 
de aliorum manu quam presiden- 
tium sumimus—De Idolol. c. 7. (p. 
88d.). . Eas manus admovere corpori 
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Dionysius Alexandrinus®, Cyril of Jerusalem ®, Nazianzen ©, 
Basil7°, Ambrose?!, Austin?2, Chrysostom 73, and the Council 
of Trullo74; which I think it needless to repeat at length in a 
matter so plain and uncontested. The very custom of washing 
the hands before communion, in order to receive it, the fre- 
quent admonitions to beware of letting it fall, the allowance of 
private men to carry it home with them and communicate in 
private, the sending it to the sick sometimes by private men, 
which we have spoken of before, do all bear testimony to the 
same practice. But all these customs are perfectly antiquated 


and abolished in the Roman 


irae a deemoniis corpora con- 
ferunt. See n. 75, following. 

64 aoa 1. See before, ch. 3. 8. 
35- P- 340. 0. 32. 

i De Lapsis, p. 132. (p. 93. ad 
calc.) Jacens stantibus, et integris 
vulneratus minatur; et, quod non 
statim Domini corpue inquinatis 
manibus accipiat, aut ore polluto 
Domini sanguinem bibat, sacerdoti- 
bus sacrilegus irascitur—De Pa- 
tient. p. 216, (p. 148 ad calc.) Sit 
fortie et atabilis in corde patientia : 
et nec adulterio sanctificatum corpus 
et Dei templum polluitur, &c. ; nec, 
post gestatam eucharistiam, manus 

gladio et cruore maculatur.—Epist. 
[al. 58.] ad Thibaritan. p. 135, 
ze 258.) Armemus et dexteram gla- 
io spirituali, ut sacrificia funesta 
fenton respuat, et eucharistis me- 
mor, que Domini corpus acc si 
ipsum complectatur, postea a 
mino, sumptura premium scolestio 


coronarum. 

66 Hom. 13. 2 Ex. See before, 
8. 5. 0. 47, preceding. 

& ‘Ap. Euseb. 1. 7. c. 9. See be- 
fore, 8. 3. p. 420. n. 83. 

68 Catech. [25] Myetag. 5. 5. n. 18. 
[al _21.] See before, s.5. n. 46, pre- 


ced ling. 
e Ornat. Mulier. (t. 2. p. 
152 a.) 
Ovdse xépes piccovow, ery és pv- 
orw edeadiyy 


Teives, ale od ypdes mévOipor 


pate ; 
7 0] 289. [al. 93.) ad Ceesar. 


93: 
Patric. \t. 3. part. 1. p. 268 b.) Kai 


Church, since the practice of 


re kal ev ry éxxAnoig 6 lepevds éri- 
oot thy pepida, xal Karéxet avrijy 
é tnrodexdpevos per’ éLovalas anaons, 
kal obra mpoodyes rH ordpare TH 
ible xerpi. 
1 Orat. ad Theodos. ap. Theo- 
dor. 1.5. c. 18. See afterwards, s. 6, 
the latter part of n. 79, following. 

73 Cont. Lit. Petilian. 1. 2. c. 33. 
(t. 9. p. 233 g-)....In cujus mani- 
bus eucharistiam ponebatis, &c.— 
Hom. 26. ex so. a Sirmond. edit. 
See before, 8. 5. n. 45, preceding. 

78 Hom. 21. ad Pop. Antioch. t. 1. 


p. 266. [ Bened. merry 2.] (t. ‘ 
Pp. 337 8.) "Evyénoov, ti 8éxn TH xe«p 
x.t.A.— Hom. 22. p. 286. Bened. 


Hom. 20. ad Pop. Antioch.] (t. 2. 
p. 206 a.) "ExOpoy eyes; p27) mpoc- 
€XOns° Rothe: mporeNGeiy; Kkarad- 
Adyn&t, xat rére rpooeNOoy Ayrat rov 
lepov.— Ibid. . P. 290. (ibid. p. 210 ¢.) 
M7) roApas avirros yepot ris lepas 
éuaias, x. r.A.—I bid. Hom 
p- 316. (Bened. de Bapt. Chri- 
ot] Gi Pp: 378 c.) Mera wodAns 
otyns.... THs ry Tavrns pe 
6veias.—Hom. 6 . (al. 8.] cont. Jud. 
t. 1. p. 540. (t. I. p. 684 a.) Hlolg 
xetpi ris rig avyn rparé(ns ;— Hom. 
a in Eph. (t. 12. p. 22 d.) Eiré 
oto Xepoly dvinro.s TH 
bvota mpooedbeiv; obx tyarye olpas. 
.Elra ev re bax ores dy eb 
AaBijs, puxny € y pumapay mpoc- 
, kat @rrecOas rodpas.—Hom. 
"f in Seraph. (t. 6. p. 137.) et pas- 
sim. 
74 C. 101. See afterwards, s. 7. 
n. 88, following. 
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host-worship came in, partly by forbidding the people to touch 
the bread with their own hands, but suffer it to be dropped 
into their mouths, and partly by withdrawing the cup wholly 
from them. Many wise and pretty reasons are used to be 
given for abolishing this ancient custom, as that it is to prevent 
men’s negligence and irreverence and other abuses. But the 
Fathers had much better reasons for allowing it. For then it 
afforded them a noble argument to keep innocent and holy 
hands, free from idolatry, murder, rapine, and extortion, and 
other the like vices, when they must, with those very hands, 
receive the immaculate body and blood of their Lord. ‘A 
man might declaim,’ says Tertullian 75, ‘all the day long with 
the zeal of faith, and bewail those Christians who work with 
their hands at the trade of making idols for heathen Gods, and 
come immediately from the shop of the adversary to the house 
of God, to lift up those hands to God the Father, which are 
the makers or mothers of idols, and stretch forth those hands 
to receive the body of the Lord, that were instrumental in 
earving bodies for devils.’ 

With what eloquence does St. Chrysostom 7° inveigh against 
rapine and bloodshed, and strife and contention, upon this very 
topic? ‘Consider,’ says he, ‘what thou takest into thy hand, 
and never dare to smite any man: do not disgrace those hands 
which are adorned with so great a gift, by the crime of fight- 
ing and contention. Consider what thou takest into thy hands, 
and keep them free from all rapine and extortion. Consider 


78 De Idolol. c. 7. (p. 88 c.) Tota 


xetpl, xal pnddérore dvdoxy Tuntnoai 
die ad hanc partem zelus fidei per- ; Y 


rea, pnde thy riunOetoay 


orabit, ingemens Christianum ab 
idolis in ecclesiam venire, [de ad- 
versaria officina in Domum Dei] 
attollere ad Deum Patrem manus 
matres idolorum, bis manibus ado- 
rare, que foris adversus Deum a- 
dorantur, eas manus admovere cor- 
pori Domini, quee dseemoniis corpora 
conferunt.—Conf. de Spectac. c. 25. 
See before, ch. 4. P 392. n. 71.— 
Cypr. Ep. 56. al. 58. ad Pleb. Thi- 
baritan. p. 125. See before, the third 
member of n. 65, preceding. 

76 Hom. 21. ad Pop. Antioch. t. 
1. p. 366. [Bened. Cateches. 2.] (t. 
2. p. 337 8.) — Evvdnooy ri Séxn ti 


Sapp xaratoxurgs TH THS BAnyHs G- 
paprig. Evvdénooy ri Sexy tH xetpi, Kal 
xabapdy ari wdeovetias xal apwra~ 
ys mdons Sivatnpnoov’ Aoyloat, ore 
ob TH xeipt Sexy pdvov, GAAA Kal rH 
ordpars mpocayets, kai xaapay ov- 
Aarre THY yAa@rray aicypay Kai v- 
Bpioriuey pypareyv, Brardnpias, ém- 
opxias, kal ray dAX\wy ray rowvror 
andvrev.—Conf. Hom. 31. de Na- 
tal. Christ. t. 5. p. 479. (ibid. pp. 
364. 8eqq.) MeAdovres rpocreva rH 
ppucry xal Geiq ravry rpare{y, ian 
PdBov xai rpdpou rovro sroeire.... 
py GOopuBovvres, pndé dacrifovres, 
pndé &Oouvres rovs mAncioy, x. T. X. 
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that thou not only takest it in thy hands, but puttest it to 
thy mouth ; therefore keep thy tongue pure from all filthy and 
contumelious words, from blasphemy, perjury, and all such 
kinds of evil discourse.’ So again 77, reproving those who, in 
time of sickness, went to the Jews to get charms and amulets 
to cure their distemper, he asks them, ‘ What apology they 
would make to Christ for thus flying to his enemies in their 
distress? How they could call upon him in their prayers? 
With what conscience they could come into the church? With 
what eyes they could look upon the priest? With what hands 
they could touch the holy table?’ And in another place 78, 
repressing the people’s fury against Eutropius, (who, having 
procured a law to be made against men’s taking sanctuary at 
the altar, was himself not long after, by falling under the 
emperor’s displeasure, forced to fly thither for refuge; and 
then some of the people clamoured against him with revengeful 
thoughts, and cried out, it was but just that he should suffer 
the effects of his own law;) to suppress the people’s anger in 
this case, and incline them to thoughts of mercy and pardon, 
he asks them, ‘ How otherwise they could take the sacrament 
into their hands, when sermon was done, and say that prayer 
which commands them to beg of God that he would forgive 
them their trespasses, as they forgave them that trespassed 
against them, if they persisted to call for justice upon their 
enemy £’ 

These are handsome turns of eloquence, grounded upon this 
innocent and pious custom of the people’s taking the sacrament 
into their own hands, and they had often their due weight and 
force even upon the greatest minds, as may appear from the 
effect of that speech which St. Ambrose made to the Emperor 
Theodosius, when he had caused seven thousand men to be 
slaughtered without any formal trial at Thessalonica. St. Am- 
brose met him as he was entering the church, and thus accosted 
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77 Hom. 6. (Savil. 5. Bened. 8.] 
cont. Jud. t. i. p. 539. (t. 1. p- 684 
a.) Ids drodoynon te Xpiorp 5 was 


78 Hom. in Eutrop. t. 4. p. 554. 
(b. t. 3. p. 385:) Ils 8¢, rod Gedrpov 


rovrov AvOévros, wpeis pvornplioy 


aurdy xadécets év rais evyais; mol 
aovvedére howrdy emBnoy rhs éxxAn- 
clas; moiots GpOadrpois éxet dyee roy 
lepéa; moilg yepi ris lepas dyn rpa- 
wetns 5 


dyerbe, cal rw ebyny pete éxeivny, 
80 fis xeAevdpeba A€yew, "Aqbes nyty, 
xabas xat iets adlenev rois dperé- 
Tas Hua, roy bey opeerny arat- 
rouvres Sixny; 7 


454 Resolution of questions XV. yv. 


him 79: ‘With what eyes wilt thou behold the house of our 
common Lord? With what feet wilt thou tread his holy pave- 
ment? Wilt thou stretch out those hands, yet dropping with 
the blood of that unjust slaughter, and with them lay hold of 
the most holy body of the Lord? Wilt thou put the cup of 
that blood to thy mouth, who hast shed so much blood by the 
hasty decree of an angry and impetuous mind?’ This just 
reproof of the pious bishop, so handsomely addressed to the 
emperor, made such a deep impression on his mind, that it 
melted him into tears, and made him refrain from church as a 
penitent, till by way of satisfaction, among other things, by 
St. Ambrose’s direction, he made this good law, ‘that no 
sentence of death or proscription for the future should be 
executed till thirty days after its promulgation, that reason, 
and not passion, might judge of the equity and reasonableness 
of it.’ Such brave speeches and such worthy effects did that 
ancient pious custom minister the occasion to of old, which is 
now laid aside in the Roman Church, and changed into another 
custom, that has neither precedent nor use; serving only to 
feed superstition, and keep men under the monstrous and 
inveterate prejudices of transubstantiation, which this innocent 
rite served in some measure to keep out of the minds of men 
in the primitive Church. 
hfe! 7. It is further observable, that in this case no distinction 
custom was W88 made between men, women, and children, but all received 
peli in into their own hands, who were capable of so doing. Only in 
vering it , 
to women the latter end of the sixth century we find a rule made about 
oe women, that they should not receive it in their bare hand, but 
in a fair linen cloth. Some think this as ancient as St. Austin’s 
time, because in one of the sermons De Tempore ®°, that go 
under his name, there is mention made of it. For there it is 


7® Ap. Theodoret. l. 5. c. 18. (v. rév rod Oupot Adyow éxyéas mapayd- — 

3: Pp. 215. 43-) Hlotots roivvy d@Oad- pros aipa ; 

pois dyer roy rov xowov Aeorérov ® Serm. 252. [al. Serm. 229. ap- 
vedy; troios 8¢ rod) rd Sdredov exeivo pend.| (t. 5. append. p. 376 g.) 
narnoes To dyiov; mas 8 rds yet Omnes viri, quando communicare 
éxreveis, Grootrafovoas ért rou adixov desiderant: fal. ad altare acces- 
ddvov rd aiva; was 8€ rocavras b- suri aunt} lavant manus suas et 
wodeen xepot rou Aearérov rd ravd- omnes mulieres [nitida}] exbibent 
ylov cpa; ras bérq orduari mpoc- linteamina, ubi corpus Christi ac- 
oiges 7d alua rd ripsoy, rorotvroy hia cipiant. 
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said, it was customary for men to wash their hands when they 
communicated, and for women to bring their little linen cloths 
to receive the body of Christ. But, as many of these Ser- 
mons are spurious, so this in particular is sometimes ascribed 
to other authors, and therefore no weight can be laid upon 
it. However the Council of Auxerre ®! in France, anno 590, 
[or 578, according to some authorities,] made a rule, ‘ that 
no woman should receive the eucharist in her bare hand.’ 
But after what manner she should receive it in her hand, 
is not said. A great many learned persons think that an- 
other canon ®? in that Council orders them to receive it in a 
linen cloth, because there is mention made of women’s wearing 
a dominicale when they communicate: which they interpret 
a linen cloth upon their hand. So not only Baronius, and 
Binius, and Sylvius, but also Bona ®3, and Habertus ®, and 
even Mabillon §5, and Vossius ®6, understand it. But Baluzius 7, 
who is often more sagacious than the rest in telling the mean- 
ing of hard words, says, it means only the women’s veil, which 
they were obliged to wear upon their heads by ancient canons, 
conformable to the rule of the Apostle. And for this he 
quotes an ancient Collection of Canons, where in the Council 
of Mascon the dominicale is expressly styled the veil which 
the women wore upon their heads at the communion. So that 
whatever covering the women used for their hands, when they 


81 C. 36. (t. 5. p. g60 d.) Non 


85 De Liturg. Gallican. 1. 1. c. 5. 
licet mulieri nuda manu _ eucha- 


ulierés tamen linteo 





ristiam accipere. 

82 C. 42. (ibid. p.g61 a.) Una- 
queeque mulier, quando communi- 
cat, dominicalem suum habeat. Quod 
si qua non habuerit, usque in alium 
diem Dominicum non communicet. 

8 Rer. Liturg. ]. 2. c. 17. 0. 3. 
(p. 321.).... Notandum est, in sus- 
ceptione eucharistize inter viros et 
mulieres discrimen aliquod fuisse: 
nam viri nuda manu, mulieres sub- 
jecto linteolo, quod dominicale dice- 

atur, lam accipiebant. Sic sta- 
tutum legimus in Concilio Antis- 
siodorensi, c. 36. Non licet, &c. et 
c. 42. Ut unaqueque mulier do- 
minicale suum habeat, &c. 

84 Archierat. part. 10. observ. 8. 
(p. 264.) Linteamen illud dominica- 
lis nomine donatum apud Gallos. 


n. 25. (p. 52.) 
dominicali utebantur, ut notum est 
ex canone 42. Concilii Antissiodo- 
rensis. 

86 Thes. Theolog. disput. 21. de 
Symb. Cen. Dom. quest. 3. p. 477- 
(t. 6. p. 436. thes. 5.) Videtur Con- 
cilium illud [Antissiodorense] velle, 
ut foeminsze eucharistiam in mundo 
linteo acciperent : quod linteum esse 
vocatum dominicale, colligunt viri 
eruditi ex sequentibus canonis 42. 
verbis, Unaqueque ser, qua 
communicat, dominicale suum t, 


c. 

87 Not. in Gratian. caus. 33.q. 3. c. 
19.(Oper. Ant. Auguatin. t. 3. p. 210. 
col. dextr.) Si mulier communicans 
dominicale suum super caput suum 
non habuerit, usque ad alium diem 
Dominicum non communicet. 
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received the communion, it is plain it was a different thing 
from the dominicale. 

The Council of Trullo®* speaks of some in the Greek Church 
who would not receive the sacrament in their hands, but in 
some little mstrument of gold or other precious material, out 
of a pretended reverence to it; but they condemn and forbid it 
as a superstitious practice; ordering all persons to receive the 
communion in their own hands, set in the form of a cross, as 18 
appointed in Cyril’s Catechisms*®9, and some others before 
them: and for those that pretended to bring those little 
trinkets to receive the communion with, they order them to be 
rejected, as persons who preferred inanimate matter to the 
living image of God. And withal they threaten suspension to 
any priest that shall admit any communicants to receive in 
such manner. By which it is plain no alteration was as yet 
allowed in this matter in the Greek Church. 

Theeuche- §, The next thing observable is, that the priest, in delivering 
rermaaarnl the elements to the people, used a certain form of words, to 
the people which the people answered Amen! The form at first seems to 
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enGene of have been no more than this: The body of Christ ! and, The 
ab she they blood of Christ ! to each of which the people subjoined Amen! 


answered Tertullian 9 is thought to refer to this, when he asks a 
Amen! Christian, who was used to frequent the Roman theatres, 
‘How he could give testimony to a gladiator with that mouth 
wherewith he was wont to say Amen! in the holy mysteries ?” 
But that may refer as well to the Amen! which they used at 
the end of the great consecration prayer as to this form at the 
delivery. However Cornelius, bishop of Rome, not long after 
speaks expressly of it. For he! says, Novatian was used to 


88 C. 101. (t. 6. p. 1186 a.) Ei ns 
tov dxpdvrov oaparos peracyxeiy éy 
TO TIS ruvatews Bourn betn ratp@, Kat 
é mpoabev aurov 17 perovelg yew 
éaba, ras xeipas xenpari{er eis rvu- 
Tov oTaupou, ouTe mpocira, kal de- 
xérde my. Koweviay THs xapiros. 
Tods yap €x xpvaiov 4 DAns wns 
ayri xepés twa Soyeia KaragKxeva- 
(ovras mpos v TOU 5 balou Gdpov v Urro- 
80x77; cai 8: avray ris $ dxpdyrov 
koweovias afvoupévous, ot és mpoo- 
wepeba, ws Tporipiovras THS Tov Geov 
elxdvos Thy ayyvyoy vAny cal twoxei- 


prov. El 8¢ rts adG Tas dypdyrov Kot- 


vovias peradi ous rois rotavra Soyxeia 


mpoodepovaw, cal avris ddopiférbo, 


cai 6 ravra émiepdspevos. 


8° Catech. [ 23. tag. 5.n. 18. 
fal. 21.) Sel Bloc 5. n. 46, 
Pee 

0 De Spectac. c. 25. (p. 83 c.) 


Quale est....ex ore, quo men! in 
sanctum protuleria, giadiatori testi- 
monium reddere? 

9! Ap. Euseb. 1. 6. c. 63. (v. 1. p. 
315. 3.) Hownoas yap ras mpoopopis, 
cat Stavépev éxaore. 1rd pépos, ral 
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make the people of his party swear by the body and blood of 
Christ, when he delivered the eucharist to them, that they 
would not forsake his party and go over to Cornelius. ‘So,’ 
says he, ‘ every man, instead of saying Amen! when he takes 
the bread, is forced to say, I will not return to Cornelius.’ 
The Author of the Constitutions® speaks of the form in this 
manner: ‘ Let the bishop give the oblation, saying, The body 
of Christ ! and let the receiver answer Amen! Let the deacon 
hold the cup, and when he gives it say, The blood of Christ, 
the cup of life! and let him that drinks it say Amen!’ So 
St. Cyril® bids his communicant receive the body of Christ, 
and say Amen! And St. Ambrose ™, ‘ The priest says to thee, 
The body of Christ! and thou answerest Amen!’ The like 
as to the people’s answering Amen! is noted by St. Austin % 
as the general practice of the whole world. And so by St. 
Jerom%, Leo Magnus97, and many others. 

By the time of Gregory the Great the form of delivery was 
a litle enlarged: for then they said, The body of our Lord 
Jesus Christ preserve thy soul! And by the time of Alcuin 99 


54-)--.. Post consecrationem san- 
guis rare Sah Et tu dicis, Amen ! 

% Cont. Faust. 1.12. c. 10. (t. 8. 
p. 231 f.) Habet enim magnam vo- 
cem Christi sanguis in terra, cum 


émd.dovs Tovro ouvietw dyri rov ev- 
Aoyeity Trovs Tadkammwpovs davOpdrous 
avayxd{er, xatéxav audorépats rais 
xepot ras Tov AaBevros, Kal py adeis, 
€or dy dpuyvovres eiwot ravra’ ros 


yap éxeivov xpnoropa: Adyors" “Opoady 
ot kara TOV Gewparos Kal rod aiparos 
rov Kupiov nyay “Incov Xpucrrod, 
pnde sore pe xatadumety xal émiorpé- 
Was mpds Kopyndtor’ xai 5 adOdwos 
arOpwmos ov mpdrepoy yeverat, ef 7 
mporepoyv aur@ xatapagatro’ kal ayri 
Tou eiseity AapSavovra rév dprov 
dxeivov rd "Auny, Oixers dynto mpds 
Kop nAcoy A€yes. 

aL. 8. c. 13. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 405.) 
“O pe érxicxoros b:8dre riv mpoopo- 
pay, Aéyor, SSua Xptorov' nat 6 de- 
xépevos Neyerw, "Auny’ 6 dé dcdxovos 
Katexéra Td mornptov, Kal emdi8ors 
od el Alua Xpicrov, rornptov Cons" 
kat 6 trivey Neyéro, “Apny. 

38 Catech. Mystag. 5. n.18. See 
before, s. & n. 46, preceding. 

% De Sacrament. }. 4. c. 5. (t. 2. 

. 372 b. n. 25.) Dicit tibi sacerdos, 

rpus Christi! et tu dicis, Amen! 
id est, Verum !—De Initiatis, (al. de 
Mysteriis,} c.g. (ibid. p. 340 a. n. 


eo accepto ab omnibus gentibus re- 
spondetur, Amen ! 

%6 Ep. 62. [al. 82.] ad Theophil. 
(t.r. p. 510 a.) Qua conscientia ad 
eucharistiam Christi accedam et re- 
spondebo Amen! dum de caritate 

ubitem porrigentes ? 

7 Serm. 6. [al. 91. c. 3.] de Je- 
jun. Sept. Mens. i I. p. 356. lin. 
ult.) Sic sacree mensz communicare 
debetis, ut nihil prorsus de veritate 
corporis Christi et sanguinis ambi- 

tis. Hoc enim ore sumitur, quod 
fide creditur; et frustra ab illis 
Amen! respondetur, a quibus con- 
tra id, quod accipitur, disputatur. 

8 Vid. Ioan. Diacon. Vit. Greg. 
M.1. 2. ap. Bon. Rer. ap 1. 2. ¢. 


17. 8. 3. (p. 320.) (Oper. Greg. t. 4. 

"3 &) Corpus Dortini nostri Jesu 
isti conservet animam tuam! 

8% De Offic. ap. Bon. ibid. (p. 


20.) C Domini nostri Jesu 
hrists custodiat te in vitam eter- 
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and Charles the Great it was augmented into this form, The 
body of our Lord Jesus Christ preserve thy soul unto ever- 
lasting life! Which is much the same with the former part 
of that which is now used in our Liturgy. The Scotch Liturgy 
also orders the people to answer Amen! which, we see, 18 
conformable to ancient practice. The Romanists generally 
draw this answer of the people into an argument for transub- 
stantiation. Because saying Amen / implies as much as the true 
body of Christ. But they might as well argue that the bread 
is transubstantiated into the bodies of the people, and that 
they too are but one proper, substantial, true numerical body 
with their Lord; because St. Austin! says, this is one meaning 
of the body of Christ, to which, when the priest spake it, they 
answered Amen! ‘Ye answer Amen!’ says he, ‘to what ye 
are, that is, the body of Christ, and by your answer subscribe 
to the truth of it. Thou hearest the priest say, The body of 
Christ ! and thou answerest Amen! Be thou a member of the 
body of Christ, that thy Amen! may be true.’ In another 
place? he says, it denoted ‘ their belief of the reality of Christ’s 
suffering for them, that his blood was truly shed for their 
sakes, and that they made profession of this by saying Amen / 
This is true.” And again®: ‘ Christ shed his blood upon the 
cross for our sakes: and ye, who are communicants, know what 
testimony ye bear to the blood which ye receive: for ye say 
Amen ! to it. Ye know what that blood is which was shed for 
many, for it is the remission of sins.’ So that in whatever 
sense we take it, there is no necessity of making it to signify 


nam.—Conf. Helgald. in Vita Ro- 

berti, regis Gallise. (ap. Bon. ibid. p. 

920. col. dextr.) A dante sacerdote 
icitur, Corpus Domini nostri Jesu 
Christi sit tibi salus anime et cor- 
ors ! 

! Serm. ad Infant. ap. Fulgent. 
de Bapt. thiop. c. 11. (ap. Bibl, 
Max. t. 9. p.178 a. 8.) Ad id quod 
estis, Amen! respondetis, et respon- 
dendo subscribitis. Audis enim cor- 

us Christi! et respondes, Amen! 
sto membrum corporis Christi, ut 
verum sit Amen tuum. 

2Serm. de Quart. Fer. s. Cult. 
Agri Dom. c. 3. t. 9. p. 317. (t. 6. 


. 599 e.) Quid dicit omnis homo 
err] quando accipit sanguinem 
Jhristi? Amen! dicit. Quid est 
Amen? Verum est. Quid est ve- 
rum? Quia fusus est sanguis 
Christi. 

3 Serm. 29. de Verb. Apost. t.10. 
p. 150. (al. Serm. 181.] (t. 5. p. 869 
ce.) In ve enim cruce, id est, in 
ipsa tendicula pro nobis sanguinem 
udit: et nostis fideles quale testi- 
monium perhibeatis sanguini quem 
accepistis. Certe enim dicitis Amen! 
Nostis qui sit sanguis, qui pro mul- 
tis effusus est in remissionem pecca- 
torum. 
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a corporeal and substantial presence, which it is certain St. 
Austin never thought of. 

9. It is here proper, before we pass on, to make a just How Nova- 
reflection upon the horrible abuses of the communion com- ee 
mitted by some against the true end and design of it, which sbused the 
was intended by Christ to represent our union with himself to wicked 
and one another, but wicked men made use of it to base ends P™P*- 
and purposes. We have already® heard how Novatian abused 
it to strengthen his schism, and bind men over by an oath 
upon it, that they would not desert his interest and party. 

And it was a like abuse that was some time allowed in the 
superstitious times of Popery under the general notion of many 
other superstitious practices called canonical purgations. 
Which was, that when any one was suspected of a crime, he 
was to purge himself by taking the sacrament upon it. Gra- 
tian cites a canon out of the Council of Worms‘ to this pur- 
pose: ‘ Whereas it often happens that thefts are committed in 
monasteries, and they that commit them are not known: we 
therefore order, that when the brethren are to purge them- 
selves of such suspicions, mass shall be celebrated by the abbot, 
or some other appointed by him, and when it is ended, every 
one of them shall communicate, saying these words, Let the 
body of Christ be my purgation this day.’ But though this 
was allowed by a Council, it is justly reckoned a great abuse 
by all sober men. Antonius Augustinus®, in his Emendations 
upon Gratian, passes this censure upon it, ‘ that it is to be 
ascribed to the great corruption and filth of the times which 
allowed it.’ For even, as the old glosser upon Gratian® ob- 
serves, ‘the communion was not to be given to suspected 
persons :’ as he proves from other laws, particularly the Extra- 


about communicating. 


3 See before, s. 8. n. g1, preced- 


4 C. 15. ap. Gratian. caus. 2. 
ust. 5. Cc. 23. (t.1. p. 651. 62.) 
pe contingit, ut in monasteriis 
furta perpetrentur, et, qui hzc com- 
mittant, ignorentur. Idcirco statui- 
mus, ut quando ipsi fratres de tali- 
bus se expurgare debuerint, missa 
ab abbate celebretur, vel ab aliquo, 
cui ipse abbas preeceperit, preesenti- 
bus fratribus : et sic expleta missa, 


omnes communicent in hec verba; 
Corpus Domins sit mihi ad probatio- 
nem hodte ! 

5 De Emendat. Gratian. |. 1. Dia- 
log. 15. (p. 173.)....Sed hec om- 
nia sunt illorum temporum sordibus - 
ascribenda. 

6 Glossa in loc. (t. 1. p. 651. 
not. c.) Huic capiti est derogatum, 
quia suspectis non est danda eucha- 
ristia. 


- 
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vagant De Purgatione Canonica, cap. Cum dilectis. And 
therefore he says, this canon in Gratian was of no force, being 
disannulled in law. So that we need not scruple to call this a 
great abuse of the holy communion, though it had synodical 
authority some time to enjoin the practice of it. I know 
nothing hardly that exceeds it under pretence of religion, 
unless it be that more horrible abuse, which Baronius’ himself 
relates out of the Greek historians, concerning Pope Theodore 
and the Roman Council, anno 648, who, in their censure of 
Pyrrhus and Paulus, the Monothelite heretics, took blood out 
of the cup, and mingled it with ink, and therewith subscribed 
their condemnation. An unparalleled instance of intemperate 
zeal, for which there was neither law nor example in the 
Roman Church, as Baronius confesses, nor any instance like it, 
save one in the Greek Church, when Ignatius in the Council 
of Constantinople, anno 869, made use of the blood in the 
sacred cup instead of ink, to condemn his adversary Photius, 
as Baronius® also tells us out of Nicetas in his Life of 
Ignatius. 

But I pass over these horrible abuses, more becoming Draco 
and his sanguinary laws than the pens and practices of Chris- 
tian bishops, and go on with the more innocent practices of the 
primitive Church. 

10. During the time of communicating, while the elements 
were distributed to the people, it was usual in most places for 


Resolution of questions 
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7 An. 648. n. 15. ex Theophane. 
(t. 8. p. 391 a.) Pyrrhus cum Roma 
discessisset, et Ravennam pervenis- 
set, ut canis ad vomitum suum re- 
versus est. Quo Papa Theodorus 
comperto, plenitudine convocata ec- 
clesiz, ad sepulchrum verticis Apo- 
stolorum accessit, et divino calice 
expostulato, ex vivifico sanguine in 
atramentum stillavit, et ita propria 
manu depositionem Pyrrhi excom- 
municati facit. Hanc excommuni- 
cationem Pyrrhi tunc per Theodo- 
rum Pa Rome factam annales 

Theoph. 20. Heracl. Imper.] ha- 

mt. Sed de sanguine Christi ex 
calice distillato in atramentum, in 
signum maledictionis et damnationis 
seterne, in ritibus sacris ecclesis 
Romane haud aliqua bujusmodi de 


his reperitur esse przescripta lex, vel 
factum ipsum aliquo alio, quod scia- 
mus, declaratum exemplo. 

8 An. 869. n. 47. (t. 10. p. 416 d. 
Hic non pretermittendum, qu 
habet Nicetas in Vita Ignatii, epi- 
scopos subecribentes damnationi 
Photii, in majorem hominis detesta- 
tionem (quod factum legimus in 
damnatione Pyrrhi pseudopatriarchz 
Monothelite) intinxisse calamum in 
sacrum sanguinem Christi. Ait e- 
nim : Subscribunt autem hujusmodi 
damnationi non simplici atramento 
facto chirographo, sed, horrendum 
dictu, ut ab his, qui id norunt, ac- 
cepi, ipso videlicet Salvatoris san- 
guine calamum tingentes ita dammna- 
runt Photium. Hec Nicetas. 
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the singers or all the people to sing some Psalm suitable to the sion usually 
occasion. The author of the Constitutions ® prescribes the ae re 
thirty-third Psalm, which in our division is the thirty-fourth, Debatipaveosl 
for this purpose, “ I will bless the Lord at all times, his praise 
shall be always in my mouth.” Which was chiefly sung upon 
the account of those words relating to the sacrament, “ O taste 
and see that the Lord is gracious, &.” For so St. Cyril more 
plainly declares when '° he says, ‘After this you hear one 
singing with a divine melody, and exhorting you to partake of 
the holy mysteries, and saying, O taste and see that the Lord 
is gracious!’ St. Jerom!! seems also to intimate that they 
sung both this and the forty-fifth Psalm, when he says, ‘ They 
received the eucharist always with a good conscience, hearing 
the Psalmist sing, “‘ O taste and see that the Lord is gracious !” 
and singing with him, “ My heart 1s inditing of a good matter, I 
speak of the things which I have made unto the King!” (This 
being a Psalm peculiarly setting forth the praises of Christ, 
and the affection of the Church toward him;) “ Hearken, O 
daughter, and consider, incline thine ear, forget also thine 
own people and thy father’s house: so shall the King have 
pleasure in thy beauty; for he is thy Lord God, and worship 
thou him !”’ 

In Africa they seem to have delighted much in this custom, 
insomuch that when one Hilarius !2, a tribune, railed against it 
and all other singing of psalms at the altar, St. Austin wrote a 
book particularly in vindication of it, which is now lost, but he 
mentions it in his Retractions%, And both he and Tertullian 


9 L. 8. c. 13. (Cotel. v. 1. P. 405.) quoniam suavis est Dominus ; et cum 
Wadpods 8¢ AeyéaG rpuanogtss Tpi- eo canere, Eructavit cor meum ver- 


Tos, €y T@ peradapBdvew mdvras trols bum bonum..... Audi, filia, et vide, 
Aourrovs. et tnclina aurem tuam, et obliviscere 

10 Catech. [25.] Mystag.5.n.17. populi et domus patris tut. Et con- 
(al. 20. ] (p. 331 D.) Mera ravTa aKxov- cupiscet Rex decorem tuum, quonmiam 


ere TOU War Wad dovros + pera péXous Gciov, tpse est Deus, Dominus tuus: incurva 


Trav ayloy pvotTnpicy, | Kal A€yovros, 
TevoacOe cai tere, Sti ypnoros 6 
Kuptos. 

1 Ep. 28. [al. 71.] ad Lucin. Boe- 
ticum. (t. 1. p. 432 e.) Utinam pos- 
simus eucharistiam absque condem- 
natione nostri, et pungente consci- 
entia, semper accipere, et Psalmistam 
audire dicentem, Gustate et videte, 


‘Tporperropévou twas els Tip kowvoviay te et. 


12 [In Editis scribitur Hilarius et 
Hilarium. In MSS. vero Hilarus et 
Hilarum, ut imprimi_ curavimus. 
Ed. Bened in loc. Ep.] 

13 L, 2. c. 11. (t. 1. p. 45 f.).... 
Morem, qui tunc ease apud Cartha- 
zen coeperat, ut hymni ad altare 

cerentur de Psalmorum libro, sive 
ante oblationem, sive cum distri- 
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seem to intimate that among other Psalms they sung the one 
hundred and thirty-third, “ Behold how good and joyful a 
thing it is, brethren to dwell together in unity.” For Tertul- 
lian ‘4 says they were used to sing this Psalm when they supped 
together ; by which most probably he means the Lord’s supper. 
And St. Austin’ says ‘it was a Psalm so noted and well known 
by its constant use, that they who knew nothing of the Psalter 
could repeat that Psalm, as having often heard it sung,’ probably 
at the altar. And he seems to say '6 that they sung the thirty- 
third Psalm upon the same occasion. For he says expressly 
they sung it daily, “1 will bless the Lord at all times, hjs 
praise shall ever be in my mouth.” Which, considering how 
many writers before speak of it as sung at the distribution of 
the elements, it is probable St. Austin means the same, that it 
was sung daily at the altar. St. Chrysostom says they sung 
the hundred and forty-fifth Psalm upon this occasion, chiefly 
upon the account of those words in it, “ The eyes of all wait 
upon thee, and thou givest them their meat in due season.” 
For he interprets this of their spiritual meat at the Lord’s 
table. ‘This Psalm,’ says he'’, ‘is diligently to be noted: for 
this is the Psalm which has these words, which they that are 


bueretur populo quod fuisset obla- 
tum, maledica reprehensione ubi- 
cunque poterat lacerabat..... Huic 
respondi....et vocatur liber ipse 
Contra Hilarium (s. Hilarwm). 

14 De Jejun. c. 13. (p. 552 a.) 
Vide quam bonum et quam jucun- 
dum habitare fratres in unum. Hoc 
tu psallere non facile nosti, nisi quo 
tempore cum compluribus ccenas. 

15 In Ps. 132. p. 649. (t. 4. p. 
1484 a.) Psalmus brevis est, sed 
valde notus et nominatus. Ecce 
i bonum et quam jucundum, &c. 

ta sonus iste dulcis est, ut et, qui 
psalterium nesciunt, ipsum versum 
cantent. 

16 Ibid. p. 630. (p. 1486 f.) Im- 
pletum est in eo, ee quotidie can- 
tamus, si et moribus consonemus; 
Benedicam Dominum in omni tem- 
pore, semper laus ejus in ore meo. 

17 In Ps. 144. t. 3. p. 594, (t. 5. 
p. 466 e.) Mera axpiBeias rovrp pd- 
Atora mporexew akwv re Wary’ 


ovros yap cor 6 ra phyara fx 
ravra, dep ol pepunpévar ovveyas 
tmowdddovat, Aéyovres, Oi éPOarpoi 
wavrop eis o€ €Atri{ovat, cat av Bides 
Ty tpopny abray dy ebxaspig’ 6 yap 
yevdpevos vids, kat rparé(ns dmohavey 
aveuparinns, Sofd(ew Sixasos dy etn 
tov Harépa’ Yids ydp, pyot, Sofaler 
roy marépa, kal 8ovdos Toy Kipioy av- 
rou PoByEnoeras’ yéyovas vids, ral 
rparré(ns drroAavey mvevparixns, ot- 
Toupevos Tas odpxas xal rd atua 
dvayerynody oe, arodidou rolyyy tis 
rocavurns evepyecias ry dpoBiv, nat 
ddéfale roy rouvra tmapecxnxdra’ xal, 
dvaywookav ra phuara, puOulé cov 
THY yvouny mpos Ta Acyopeva, cat ré- 
yor, ‘Yyaow ce 6 Oeds pov, 6 Bact 
Aevs pov, woAAny emdeixvuco Thy ol- 
cela, iva xal wept cov Aéyy 5 Geds, 
Somep xai rept rov "ABpaap, xai rov 
"Ioaar, kal rov "lanaB° "Eyd 6 eds 
"ABpaap, xat 5 eds "Ioadx, xai 6 
Geds "laxaB. 
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initiated i the holy mysteries sing continually in concert, 
saying, “ The eyes of all wait upon thee, and thou givest them 
their meat in due season.” For he that is made a son, and 
partaker of the spiritual table, does justly give glory to his 
father. Thou art a son, and partaker of the spiritual table ; 
thou feedest upon that flesh and blood which regenerated thee : 
therefore give thanks to him that vouchsafes thee so great a 
blessing, glorify him who grants thee these favours: when 
thou readest the words, compose and tune thy soul to what is 
said, and when thou sayest, “I will exalt thee, my God, my 
King,” (which are the first words of this Psalm,) show thy great 
love and affection to him, that he may say to thee, as he said 
to Abraham, I am thy God.’ In the Liturgy which goes under 
St. Chrysostom’s name !® there is mention of the people’s sing- 
ing at this time, but no Psalm specified, as here in his genuine 
works. In the Liturgy called St. James’s!% of Jerusalem, the 
words of the thirty-fourth Psalm, “ O taste and see that the 
Lord is gracious,” are appointed to be sung by the singers. 
St. Mark’s Liturgy 2° appoints the forty-second Psalm, “ As 
the hart desireth the water-brooks, so panteth my soul after 
thee, O God.” And Cotelerius2' has observed, that in some 
ancient rituals at the end of Gregory’s Sacramentarium the 
hundred and thirty-ninth Psalm is appointed: ‘“ O Lord, thou 
hast searched me out, and known me, &c.” So that though 
the custom of singing Psalms in this part of the service was 
universal, the particular Psalms varied, according to the wis- 
dom and choice of the precentor, or the different rules and 
usages of different Churches. 

I have now stated and resolved the several questions and 
cases that may be put concerning the manner of communi- 
cating in the ancient Church: and there remains but one thing 
more to be considered, which was the solemn thanksgiving and 
prayers after receiving, which may be included with some 


I8 T, 4. p. 618. (t. 12. p. 782b,d.) dwrerobei, x. 7. X. 
Merdra elpnmxa 6 xopds wddher,x.r.X. —31_ In Constit. Apost. 1. 8. c. 13. 
Mera ra elpnvixd ra Sevrepa WadAe (Vv. I. p. 408. n. 79.) In Missa ap- 
é xopes, K.T.A. ndicie ad Librum Sacramentorum 

9 Ap. Bibl. Patr. Gr. Lat. (t. 2. 8S. Gregorii, p. 265, canitur tunc tem- 
p. 20 e. 2.) Ardxovos. “Ev elpiyy poris Psalmus 138. Domine probasti 
Xptorov Padreper. Oi Warra:. Tev- me: in Marci autem Liturgia Pasal- 
caobe xai (ere Ort ypnorés 6 Kupios. mus 41. 

20 Ibid. p. 40. (c. 6.) “Ov rpémoy 
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Of the post-. 


other concomitant rites in the general name of their post-com- 
munion-service ; of which we will discourse in the following 


chapter. 


CHAP. VI. 
Of their post-communion-service. 
1. Wuen all the people had communicated, and the deacons 
had removed the remainder of the elements into the pasto- 


closed with “aie or place appointed for their reception; it was usual, 


first, for a deacon to admonish the people to return thanks for 
the benefits which they had received. The form of this ex- 
hortation in the Constitutions2? runs thus: ‘ Now that we have 
received the precious body and the precious blood of Christ, 
let us give thanks to him that hath vouchsafed to make us 
partakers of his holy mysteries; and let us beseech him, that 
they may not be to our condemnation, but salvation, for the 
benefit of our soul and body, for the preservation of us in 
piety, for the remission of our sins, and obtaining of the life of 


the world to come.’ 


Then he bids them rise up, and commend 


themselves to God by Christ: upon which the bishop makes a 
prayer of thanksgiving and commendation of the people to 
God in the words following 2? in the next section. 


72 L. 8. c. 14. (Cotel. v.1.p 05.) 
MerahaBdvres Tov tipiov riaror 
ral rou Tysiou aiparos Tov Xpicrov, 
elxapirrno oper T]? rarafi@oavre - 
pas peradaPeiy ray dyiev avrov pu- 
amplor, ral trapaxahéraper, pi els 
Kpiza, ” ele awrnpiav nuiy yeve- 
oGat, els eopéhecay Wuxns kat odpa- 
ros, els Gudaxiy eioeBelas, els ape- 
ow Ener?) eis Cony rov peAXovros 


3 | ibid. c. 15. (p. ead.) Aéowora, 
& Geds 6 Tlavroxparop, é Tarp Tou 
Xpurrod gov, TOU evAoynrou THadds, 
é Tay per’ evdurnros emixahoupeveny 
we enmnxoos, 6 xal rav hag aed 
émorrdpevos Tas evrevees* ebxape- 
orovpey ot, ort katn&locas nas 
peradaBely ray ayiov wou puornpley, 
] Tmapéoxou np, els ean 
Tay Kadas éyvacpévav' els puAamjy ém 
THs evoeBeias, els deow mAnupeAn- 
padre’ én rd dvoua rot Xptorov cov 


€muxéxAnras ed’ npas, Kai gor mpoow- 
cecopeba. ‘O xeopicas nas rns Tey 


doeBav Kowevias, évacoy nyas ai 
Tay Ki Tiopévey Got OTNp 
pas vy tH aAnOelg, tH rou aylow 
Ivetparos émepornoet’ ta dyvoov- 
peva droxdhuypoy" ra Acirovra mpoo- 
avarhnparoy’ ra ¢ eva xpéru- 
voy’ Tavs lepeis d dpdpous ScapuAafoy 
ev T7 AaTpeig cov" Tous Bacireis dia- 
THpNTOY ve elpnvy’ rots dpxovras bd 
Sixatooivy" Tous dépas éy evxpacia’ 
Tous naptrovs év eicpopig’ Toy kéo poy 
ey TravaAKel mpovoig’ ta €6yn ra so- 
Aeusxd Mpdivov’ ra mem avnpeva éri- 
arpeyor' roy Aadv cov Gyiagoy’ rods 
éy nih Se Siarnpycov" TOUS: ev 
Siapuragor ¢ éy wiates’ Tous ey ayveig 
évdurdpwcoy’ ta vnmia d8puvoy’ rods 
veoreheis BeBaiwcor’ Tous éy karn- 
joes malbevcoy, - rs puncens 
paid avasefov' Kat mavras nas 
els riyy rév obpavay Ba- 
ovdelay, éy  X purr Inoov ro Ku 
nav ped” ov got dba, re cal oe 
Bas, xai ro ‘Aylp Uvetpar: els rovs 
alévas. ’Auny. hov. | 
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2. ‘QO Lord God Almighty, the Father of thy Christ, thy The 
blessed Son; who hearest those that with an upright heart ere 
call upon thee, who knowest the supplications of those that in giving, or 
silence pray unto thee; we give thee thanks for that thou hast kage rr 

vouchsafed to make us partakers of thy holy mysteries, which people to 
- thou hast given us for the confirmation or full assurance of 

those things which we stedfastly believe and know, for the 
preservation of our piety, for the remission of our sins; because 

the name of thy Christ is called upon us, and we are united 

unto thee. Thou, that hast separated us from the communion 

of the ungodly, unite us with them that are sanctified unto 

thee; confirm us in thy truth by the coming of thy Holy Spirit 

and his resting upon us; reveal unto us what things we are 

ignorant of, supply what we are deficient in, and strengthen 

us in what we know. Preserve thy priests unblameable in thy 

service, keep our princes in peace, our governors in righteous- 

ness, the air in good temperature, the fruits of the earth in 

plenty, and the whole world by thy almighty providence. 

Pacify the nations that are inclined to war; convert those that 

go astray; sanctify thy people; preserve those that are in vir- 

ginity ; keep those that are married in thy faith; strengthen 

those that are in chastity; bring infants to mature age; con- 

firm those that are newly baptized; instruct the catechumens, 

and make them fit and worthy of baptism: and gather us all 

into the kingdom of heaven, through Jesus Christ our Lord, 

with whom unto thee and the Holy Spirit be glory, honour, 

and adoration, world without end. Amen.’ 

8. After this, the deacon bids the people bow their heads to The bi- 

God in Christ, and receive the benediction. Then the bishop S0p’s be- 

pronounces the benediction in this following prayer2*: ‘ Al- 


§ 2, 3. 


24 [Ibid. (p. 406.) “O Geds 6 Tay- 
roxparwp, 6 AAnOiwds cat ’Aovyxpt- 
ros, 6 mavraxou dy, nal rois maor 
rrapoy, kal éy ovdert ws évévri trdp- 
xov, 6 réros pr weptypapdpevos, 6 
xpévots put) raAaoupevos, 5 alaot pt) 
meparoupevos, 6 Adyots jst} 1 pLe~ 
vos, 6 yevéoe: pt vmoxeipevos, 6 u- 
Aanjs py Sedpevos, 6 POopas avare- 
pos, 6 rpomns dveri8exros, 6 uces 
avadXoiwros, 6 pas olxay ampdctroy, 
56 ty dvoa ddéparos, 6 ywoords ta- 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


oas rais per’ evvoias éx{(nrovoas oe 
Aoyixais Guceow, 6 xarada pen 
vos und Tay év evvoia émi{nrovyroy 
ae, 6 Geds “IapajrA rov Dnbives 
épavros, rov els Xpiordy morevoay- 
Tos Aaov cov, evpenis yerdpevos érd- 
xovody pov Od ro Syopa gov, xal 
evAdynooy rous ao. KexAcxéras rovs 
davrav avyévas’ cal dds atrois ra 
alrnpara rev xapdiay avray, ra én 
cupdéepovrs’ Kal pydeva atray and- 
BAnrov rownons ex tTys Bacwelas cov" 
Hh 
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mighty God, and True, with whom no one can compare, who 
art every where, and present unto all, yet not in them as 
things of which they consist, who art circumscribed by no 
place, nor grown old with time, nor bounded by ages; who art 
without generation, and needest no preserver; who art above 
all corruption, incapable of change, and unalterable by nature ; 
that dwellest in light which no one can approach unto, and art 
invisible by nature; that art known to all rational natures that 
seek thee with an upright heart, and art apprehended by those 
that search after thee with a pure mind; O thou God of Israel, 
the Israel that truly sees thee, and the people that believes in 
Christ, show thyself propitious, and hear me for thy name’s 
sake. Bless this people, that bow their necks unto thee, and 
grant them the petitions of their heart, that are expedient for 
them, and suffer none of them to fall from thy kingdom; but 
sanctify them, keep and protect, help and deliver them from 
the adversary, and from every enemy ; preserve their houses, 
and defend their going out and their coming in: for to thee 
belongs glory, praise, majesty, worship, and adoration; and 
to thy Son Jesus, thy Christ, our Lord, and God, and King; 
and to the Holy Spirit, now and for ever, world without end. 
Amen.’ 
The dea- 4. After this, the deacon used a short form of words in the 
of dismiss. ature of a prayer for peace, which was the signal wherewith 
ing the he dismissed the whole assembly; intimating that the whole 
ei a service was now finished, and therefore praying that the peace 
aie dolla of God might continue with them, and preserve them, he said, 
"Arrodtecde év elpjyn, Depart in peace! This was the usual 
form of breaking up all religious assemblies in the Greek 
Church, as we have noted before®* in speaking of the daily 
morning service out of this author: and we are assured of it 
from St. Chrysostom, who, speaking of the frequent use of that 
short prayer of salutation, Peace be with you! particularly 
takes notice of the deacon’s using it at the dismission of the 


ddd aylacoy abrovs" Ppotpyoor’ ‘Ingot, rp p Xptor@ gov, rep Kupig 
oxénagoy’ ayriiaBov’ picat Tou dA- npay, ae eg, cal BaowAei, xai 
Aorpotv cal nayrés éyOpov" rovs ol- ‘Ayip Tvevpart, viv nal del, cal « 
Kovs avrav dudafoy' ras elad8ouvs rovs alavas rav alaver. *Auiy. 
atréay xa ras é€&d8ous ppovpnaor’ drt Grischov.} 

co. 8é£a, alvos, Heyadonpéncia, oe- % B. 13. ch. ro. 8. 8. v. 4. P. $57: 
Bas, mpocxvvnors, nat rp og mad) 
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assembly. ‘ The deacon,’ says he?5, ‘ when he dismisses you from 

this meeting, does it with this prayer, Tlopevecde éy elpijivn, Go 

tn peace!’ Whence we may learn that they did not use it as an 

empty form, but as a short solemn prayer, to send them away og 
with a benediction, or the blessing of God upon them. 

5. As for the other prayers used in this part of the service, What ac- 

we have no particular account of them in other writers. But oer ° 
they tell us in general, that such forms of praise and thanks- these 
giving were always used after the communion. St. Austin 26 fn other 
says, ‘ when all was ended, and every one had received the com- writers. 
munion, a solemn thanksgiving concluded the whole action.’ 
And so Cyril of Jerusalem?’ bids his newly baptized commu- 
nicant stay, when the communion was done, ‘to give thanks to 
God, who had vouchsafed to make him a partaker of so great 
mysteries.’ 

St. Chrysostom has a long invective against those who would 
not stay these last prayers, but, as soon as they had communi- 
cated themselves, would be gone, and leave their brethren to 
give thanks alone: whom he compares to Judas, who left the 
Apostles after supper, before the last hymn was sung; but all 
the other Apostles stayed to sing the hymn with their Lord, 
from whose example the Church took up the custom of making 
these last prayers after the communion. It is an excellent 
passage, and therefore I will transcribe it at length in his own 
words? ; ‘ Would you have me to tell you what is the cause of 
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noise and tumult in the church? It is because we shut not the 
doors upon you all the time of divine service, but suffer you to 
draw off and go home before the last thanksgiving ; which is a 
great contempt of God’s ordinance. What meanest thou, O 
man,.in so doing? Christ is present, the angels stand by him, 
the tremendous table is spread, thy brethren are yet commu- 
nicating, and dost thou desert them and fly off? If thou art 
called to a common entertainment, thou dost not presume, 
whilst the rest are sitting, to depart before thy friends, 
though thou hast filled thyself before them: and dost thou 
here leave all and depart, whilst the holy mysteries of Christ 
are celebrating, and the sacred offices performing? What 
pardon can be expected, what apology can be made for this ? 
Shall I tell you plainly whose work they are a doing, who 
thus depart before all is finished, and wait not for the eucha- 
ristical hymns at the end of the supper? It may perhaps seem 
an hard and odious saying, but it is necessary to be said, to 
reprove the negligence of many. When Judas communicated 
at the last supper in that last night, whilst all the rest were 
sitting at table, he stole off and went out: and they imitate 
him who go away before the last thanksgiving. For if he had 
not gone out, he had not been made the traitor; if he had not 
deserted his fellow-disciples, he had not perished; if he had 
not broken away from the flock, the wolf had not found him 
alone; if he had not separated himself from the shepherd, he 
had not been a prey to the wild beast. Upon this account we 
find him among the Jews, but the rest stay to sing an hymn, 
and go forth with their Lord. Do you not now see that the 
last prayers after the sacrifice take their rise from that ex- - 
ample?’ Thus far St. Chrysostom, who seems to intimate that 
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they had not only prayers, but also psalms and hymns of 
thanksgiving, in imitation of our Saviour’s singing an hymn, 
after his last supper with his disciples. And it is very pro- 
bable, from what St. Chrysostom tells us in another place29, 
that the Church had such an affection for David's Psalms, that 
she used and interspersed them in all her offices :—Primus et 
medius et novissimus est David, David was in the beginning, 
and middle, and end of her services. 

It is true the Author of the Constitutions takes no notice of 
psalms or hymns in the forementioned place: but in another 
place®°, where he has also a prayer, pera ry perddnynv, after 
participation, besides the thanksgiving, there is an order to sing 
Maranatha, that is, The kingdom of God cometh! or The 
Lord cometh! And also, Hosanna to the Son of David! 
Blessed is he that cometh in the name of the Lord! Blessed 
be the Lord our God, who was manifested to us in the flesh! 
Which seems to imply that there were different usages in dif- 
ferent Churches, and that this Author made his collections 
vary sometimes from themselves, by interposing the rites of 
different Churches. In the old Gothic Missal, published by 
Mabillon, [in his valuable work De Liturgia Gallicana, | there 
is nothing appointed after the communion, but only two prayers, 
the one called post-communionem, and the other collectio, the 
collect, or concluding prayer. And it is much after the same 
manner in the Mosarabic Liturgy, of which Mabillon gives a 
specimen or two in his Appendix. But in the Greek Liturgies, 
as that under the name of St. James?!, besides the prayers, 
there are several short hymns and praises collected out of the 
Psalms and other Scriptures appointed to be said after the 
communion: as that of the fifty-seventh Psalm, “Set up thy- 
self, O God, above the heavens, and thy glory above all the 
earth!” And, “ Blessed be the name of the Lord, from this 
time forth for evermore!” And, “ Blessed be he, that cometh 
in the name of the Lord. Save thy people, O God, and bless 
thine heritage!” And, “O let our mouth be filled with thy 
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praise, that we may sing of thy glory and honour all the day 
long!” (Psal. 71, 7.) So in Chrysostom’s Liturgy the people 
are appointed to sing those words of the hundred and thir- 
teenth Psalm 32, “‘ Blessed be the name of the Lord from this 
time forth for evermore !” And the whole thirty-fourth Psalm >, 
‘‘T will always give thanks unto the Lord, his praise shall ever 
be in my mouth.” 
Thethanks. 6. And it is observable that in all the ancient forms the 
lei al- thanksgiving prayers are always in the plural number, repre- 
inthe plural Senting the whole body of the communicants as returning their 
remraits praises to God for the mercies they had received. For then 
body of the there were no private nor solitary masses, where the priest 
ene says the office alone by himself without any hearers, or com- 
municates alone without any partakers; but they all assisted 
and communicated together: and so long it was very rational 
and proper to return a general thanksgiving for the benefits of 
the communion which they had all received. But since private 
and solitary masses came in, all these forms are very improper 
and absurd, to tell God they have all received the sacrament, 
and bless him for it, when none has received it but one, and 
sometimes none has so much as heard the office, but the priest 
alone that repeats it. Yet these offices now stand in the Roman 
Mass, to the eternal reproach of those that abuse them. For 
they still say®4, Quod ore sumpsimus, §&c.!—That which we 
have received with our mouths, O Lord, grant that we may 
receive with a pure mind; and of a temporal gift make it unto 
us an eternal remedy! And there are many other prayers in 
the same tenour; all which suppose many to have communi- 
cated, when no one has received but the priest alone. 
Bona®> confesses this is not according to primitive custom: ‘ for 
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those prayers were instituted at first for communicants, when 
all or a great part of the Church communicated together ; for 
otherwise the very name of communion would here be im- 
properly used, if more than one did not partake of the sacri- 
fice.’ And all he has to say for their retaining those prayers 
in the Mass, when the use of them by private mass is become 
so improper, is only this: ‘that though the ancient custom of 
many communicating together be left off, yet no change is 
made in the prayers; but they are retained still, to show us 
what was done anciently, and to excite us, by the tenour of the 
very prayers, to return to the primitive fervour.’ How happy 
would it be if the Roman Church would in all things observe 
this rule, and return to the laudable practice and simplicity of 
the ancient Church; reforming her offices by the primitive 
standard, and casting away all those corruptions which appear 
from the whole series of this history to be manifest innovations, 
either privately crept in by connivance and negligence in times 
of ignorance, or else forcibly imposed by tyranny and power, 
contrary to the usages of the ancient Church, and many times 
to the very design of divine service and the natural intent of 
holy institutions! As it is plain in the case of having divine 
service in an unknown tongue, and worshipping saints and 
angels, and images and crosses with divine worship, and di- 
viding the sacrament, and ministering it only in one kind, and 
many other things of the like nature; which, as they contradict 
the very end of the divine ordinances and the natural design 
of God’s institutions, so do they run counter to the whole prac- 
tice of the ancient Church; as any one may see by considering 
the allegations produced in these collections, in which I have 
endeavoured to point out, as well the rise of errors and the 
original of corruptions in latter ages, as the true ancient prac- 
tice of the primitive Church in all the several parts of divine 
service relating to the ordinary worship of God. 

And here I should have put an end to this account, but that 
there are a few questions more that may be asked concerning 
some appendages and circumstances of the communion, which 
it will be proper to answer in this place. As, 1. How they 
were used to dispose of the remains of the eucharist after com- 
municating’ 2. What was their usage and practice in regard 
to their agape, or feast of charity, so famous in ancient his- 
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tory? 3. What preparation they required as necessary to 
communicants, to qualify them for a worthy reception? 4. 
What time they administered the Lord’s supper, and how often 
they exhorted or obliged all persons to receive it? I will give 
as short an answer asI can to these questions, and therewith 
put an end to this discourse. 


CHAP. VII. 


How the remains of the eucharist were disposed of. And 
of their common entertainment, called agape, or feast of 
charity. 


Some part 1. We have observed before, in several places of this Book, 
charist an- that some part of the eucharist was commonly reserved for 
ciently re- geyeral particular uses, to be sent to the absent, to communi- 
perticular cate the sick, and to testify the communion of distant Churches 
vere: one with another. And this was one way of disposing of the 
remains of the consecrated elements when the communion was 
ended: to which I conceive the Author of the Constitutions 
had regard, when he orders the deacon®® to carry what re- 
mained into the pastophoria or vestry, which was the reposi- 
tory for all holy things belonging to the church. 
The rest 2. If any thing remained over and above what was neces- 
arte sary for these uses, then by other rules it was to be divided 
communi- among the communicants. As appears from the Canons of 
cants. Theophilus, bishop of Alexandria, one®7 of which is to this 
purpose: ‘ Let the clergy and the faithful, (that is, the com- 
municants,) divide among themselves the oblations of the 
eucharist, after all have participated, and let not a catechu- 
men eat or drink of them.’ 
This di- 3. Some learned persons®® confound this division or con- 
tision of ' sumption of the consecrated elements with that other division 


crated ele- of the oblations among the clergy, and allege the Author of 
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the Constitutions for it, as if he intended this when 9 he says, ments a 

‘ Let the deacons divide what remains of the mystical eulogie, bine hoe 
by the orders of the bishop or presbyters, among the clergy ; the division 
to the bishops four parts, to the presbyter three parts, to the ae 
deacon two parts, to the rest of the clergy, subdeacons, readers, tions. 
singers, deaconesses, one part. For this is acceptable to God, 

that every one should be honoured according to his dignity.’ 

It is plain he speaks not here of the consecrated elements, but 

of the division of the people’s oblations among the clergy, as 
Cotelerius rightly expounds it. For this was one way of 
maintaining the clergy in those days, as has been more fully 

shown ° in another place. And though he calls these by the 

name of the mystical eulogie, yet that does not determine it to 

the consecrated elements: for, as has been noted before *', 

eulogie is @ common name that signifies both. And Socrates +2 

takes it for the oblations in this very case, when speaking of 
Chrysanthus, the Novatian bishop, he says ‘ he never received 

any thing of the Church save two loaves of the eulogie on the 
Lord’s-day.’ Where he certainly means not two loaves of the 
eucharist, but of the other oblations of the people, which it was 
customary for the clergy to have their proportioned shares in. 

4. Sometimes what remained of the eucharist was distributed The re- 
among the innocent children of the Church. For, as I have mains of | 
briefly hinted before 43, whilst the communion of infants continued rist some- 
in the Church, nothing was more usual in many places than both Pine 
to give children the communion at the time of consecration, and children. 
also to reserve what remained unconsumed for them to partake 
of some day in the week following. Thus it was appointed by 
the second Council of Mascon‘+ in France, anno 588, ‘that if 
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any remains of the sacrifice, after the service was ended, were 
laid up in the vestry, he who had the care of them should on 
Wednesday or Friday bring the innocents to church fasting, 
and then, sprinkling the remains with wine, make them all par- 
take of them.’ And Evagrius‘9 says it was the custom of old 
at Constantinople to do the same: for ‘ when they had much 
remains of the body of Christ left, they were used to call in the 
children that went to school, and distribute among them.’ And 
he tells this remarkable story upon it, ‘that the son of a 
certain Jew happening one day to be among them, and ac- 
quainting his father what he had done, his father was so 
enraged at the thing that he cast him into his burning furnace, 
where he was used to make glass. But the boy was preserved 
untouched for some days, till his mother found him: and the 
matter being related to Justinian, the emperor, he ordered the 
mother and the child to be baptized; and the father, because 
he refused to become a Christian, to be crucified as a murderer 
of his son.’ The same thing is related by Gregory of Tours‘ 
and Nicephorus Callistus*5, who also adds that the custom 
continued at Constantinople to his own time, that is, the middle 
of the fourteenth century; for he says, ‘ when he was a child 
he was often called to partake of the remains of the sacrament, 
after this manner, among other children.’ 
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5. In some places they observed the rule given by God for And some- 
disposing of the remainders of the sacrifices of peace-offerings #™*a™* 
and vows under the Old Law, which was to burn them with 
fire. (Levit. 7,17.) This was the custom of the Church of 
Jerusalem in the fifth century, when Hesychius, a presbyter of 
that Church, wrote his Comment upon Leviticus, where“® he 
speaks of it in these words: ‘God commanded the remainder 
of the flesh to be burned with fire. And we now see with our 
own eyes the same thing done in the Church: whatever 
happens to remain of the eucharist unconsumed we immedi- 
ately burn with fire, and that not after one, two, or many 
days.’ From hence our learned writers‘? generally observe 
two things: 1. That it was not the custom of the Church of 
Jerusalem to reserve the eucharist so much as from one day to 
another, though they did in some other Churches. 2. That 
they certainly did not believe it to be the natural body and 
substance of Christ, but only his typical or symbolical body : 
for what an horrible and sacrilegious thing must the very Jews 
and Heathens have thought it for Christians to burn the living 
and glorified body of their God? And how must it have scan- 
dalized simple and plain Christians themselves to have seen 
the God they worshipped burnt im fire? And with what face 
could they have objected this to the Heathens, that they wor- 
shipped such things as might be burnt, which is the common 
argument used by Arnobius, Lactantius, Athanasius, and most 
others, if they themselves had done the same thing? If there 
were no other argument against transubstantiation and host- 
worship, this one thing were enough to persuade any rational 
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46 In Lev. 1.2. (f. 49. vers. d. 11.) 
Sed hoc quod reliquum est de car- 
nibus et panibus, in igne incendi 
precepit. Quod nunc videmus 
etiam sensibiliter in ecclesia fieri, 
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of transubstantiation, &c. 
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man that such doctrines and practices were never countenanced 
by the ancient Church. 

6. We have seen how they disposed of the consecrated 
aa elements; and are next to examine what they did with their 
posed of in other oblations. It has been already observed that some part 
ware of these, by what distinction made is not very easy to tell, 
hbo all went toward the maintenance of the clergy. Out of the rest a 
cients reck- Common entertainment was usually made, which from the 
stolical Site V@ture and circumstances of it was usually called agape ‘®, 
accm- or feast of charity, because it was a liberal collation of the 
penyingthe rich to feed the poor. St. Chrysostom gives this account of it, 
ion. deriving it from apostolical practice. He*9 says; ‘The first 

Christians had all things in common, as we read in the Acts of 
the Apostles; and when that ceased, as it did in the Apostles’ 
time, this came in its room, as an efflux or imitation of it. For 
though the rich did not make all their substance common, yet 
upon certain days appointed they made a common table, and 
when their service was ended, and they had all communicated 
in the holy mysteries, they all met at a common feast; the 
rich bringing provisions; and the poor and those who had 


The other 


48 Vid. Ignat. Ep. ad Sm 

n. 8, (Cotel. Vv. 2. p. 90.) Otx Yeb> 
éors xwpis rov émurxémov, o Bar- 
riley, o srovety.— Lhe in- 
terpoiator calls it 80y7», [and oe 
stands it of the eucharist: 
Barrifey, otre spoodépaty, obre i 
clay npocxopl{ey, obre Soxny emi- 
redeiy. Compare also Luke 5, 29. 
and 14, 13., where the term doy? 
occurs in its strict sense. Videntur, 
says Pearson, solemnem ccenam 
ee ua se exci iebant Christi- 
ani. .]—Conf. Constit. Apost. 
1. 2. ae (Cotel. v. 1. P. 241.) Tois 
els dydwny, Frot Boxy, as 6 Kupios 
dvdpace, Mpoaspovpevors xadely srpec- 
Burépas, fv éricravrat ol ddKovos 
OrBouenv' atry wAaordxs wepre- 
rwcay, x. r.A.—Clemens Alexandr. 
Peedagag. 1. 2. c. 1. (p. 165.14.) Ta 
yap Bpopara rp xordig, €& dv 6 cap- 
xexos Svreos ovrog) Kal Ooporoids 
drnprytas Bios’ by dyamny tivés roA- 
peor xadaiv, GOipp yAaorty Kexpn- 
uévo, Semvdpid riva, xvioons Kal 


(epéy a yshislsentgh pic sai ral oo- 


prov epyov rou A 
a iryaoperny, Sp ab rat fag 
proves xabuBpifovres, K. TA. 


#9 Hom. 27. in 1 Cor. p. 559. 
(t. 10. p. 240 d. 41.) .... Kabamep 
emi tev Tpirxidicv rév ef dpxis 
morevrdyray KOU}, | mayres elorvevro, 
cal Kowd wdyra EKEKTHYTO, otre Kal 
tore, Gre Taira fypayyer é ‘Anédoronos, 
éyivero, ovx ovrm pev pera dxpiBeias® 
dorep b€ res amdéppova 77s ernie 
éxeivns _fvaropeivaca, kai els rods 
pera ravra xareBy" cal eredy ouve- 
Bawe, rous pév mevyras elvat, rous d¢ 
mAovolous, rd péy éavriov ov xareri- 
Gevro rrdvra els wécov, Koiwas B€ érot- 
ovvro ras rpamé(as év 7, nyepacs vEevopic= 
pevais, ws elxds* Ka mms ovvafews 
araprurGeions pera THY Téy puoTy- 
ploy Kowoviay, én KOU wayres 
fecay ebwyiay, Tay péy whovrouvroy 
pepdvrav rh eBéopara, ray O¢ wevo- 
pévor kal ovdev éxdvrov trép avrépy 
xadoupévay xal xowy mavrov éorie- 


? 


pavooy. 
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nothing being invited, they all feasted in common together.’ 
In another place*° he repeats the same thing, saying; ‘ From 
this law and custom of having all things common there arose 
then another admirable custom in the Churches. For when 
all the faithful met together, and had heard the sermon and 
prayers and received the communion, they did not immediately 
return home upon the breaking up of the assembly, but the 
rich and wealthy brought meat and food from their own 
houses, and called the poor, and made a common table, a 
common dinner, a common banquet in the church. And so 
from this fellowship in eating, and the reverence of the place, 
they were all strictly united in charity one with another, and 
much pleasure and profit arose thence to them all; for the 
poor were comforted, and the rich reaped the fruits of their 
benevolence both from those whom they fed and from God.’ 
The same account is given by the author under the name of 
St. Jerom*!, who says, ‘when they met in the church they 
made their oblations separately, and after the communion 
whatever remained of those sacrifices they eat and consumed 
in a common supper together.’ The like is said by Theodoret *2, 
CEcumenius*», Theophylact>', and others, upon that place of 


50 Hom. 21. Oportet heereses ease, 
&c. t. 5. p. 310. (t. 3. p.344.¢.) "Ex 
rovrov roivuy Tov vépou Kai rov EOous 
éyéverdé ris cuvnOea Bavpact) rére 
éy rais éxxAnoias’ cundvres ol 
murTol mdavres peta Thy THs bWacKxa- 
Alas dxpéacw, pera tas evyds, pera 
Thy Tay puornpioy Kotveviay, Tis 
cuvafews AvOelons ovK avexwpouy ev- 
Oéws olxade, GAN of tAOVaLOL Kal eb- 
moporepat, déporres otkobew rpodas 
cal é3écpara, rovs memras éxadovy, 
Kal xowds €moovvro Tparé(as, Kowwds 
daridoets, xowa oupndéoia év avTy TH 
éxxanola. “Qore xai and ris Kowo- 
vias THS Kara Thy Tpare{ay, kal dm 
mys evAaBeias THs ard Tov Térov, Kal 
mavraxdbey my aydnmny atrois ém- 
odiyyer Oat, xa) roAdhy pev TH 780- 
viv, modAjy 8é avrois ylvec Oa Thy 
@pédevay' of re yap mevnres tapa- 
puias dreXavoy ov Tis TuxovoNs, Kal 
of mdovrovvres moAdAny ebvotay xal 


mapa Tay rpephopévey, xal mapa Tov 


cov, 8° dy ravra eroiovy, caprre- 
odpevot modAhy Thy ydpw, ovTos 


dryecay otxade. 

$l In x Cor. 11, 20. (t. 11. p. 931 
d.) In ecclesia convenientes obi. 
tiones suas separatim offerebant, et 

t communionem aaa eis 

e sacrificiis superfuissent, ilic in 
ecclesia communem ccenam come- 
dentes pariter consumebant. 

62 In 1 Cor. 11, 16. (t. 3 
part. I. p. 235.)....Ela@acw ey 
rais éxxAngias, pera THY puoTiKyY 
Aetroupyiay, éotiacGat nowy Troverol 
re xal mévynres’ xai moAAn evrevbey 
mapapvla rois mevonévas ¢yivero* 
ray pev eitrépov olkoey ra ovrova 
xout(dévrev, rav 8¢ meviag ovlavroy, 
dca ry perovolay ths wicrews Kowe- 
yourroy THs evoyias. 

58 In 1 Cor. 11, 17.t. 1. p. §29. 
(ap. Bon. Rer. Liturg. 1. 1. c. 1. 
n. 4. p. 175.) Preecipuis diebus, sive 
festis, post sacrorum mysteriorum 
participationem, agebantur commu- 
nes ccensz, preparantibus illas di- 
vitibus ac pauperes invitantibus. 

54 In 1 Cor. 11,17. (t. 2. p. 188 e. 
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the Apostle. From whence it appears that this was a rite 
always accompanying the communion. And it is a singular 
opinion of Albaspinseus*4, when he asserts that these agapez 
and the communion were never celebrated at the same time, 
which he maintains without any foundation against the concur- 
rent sense both of ancient and modern writers. 

7. There is some difference indeed between the ancient and 
=a aerial modern interpreters concerning one circumstance of these love- 
or after the feasts in point of time, as practised in the Apostles’ days. The 
in the Apo- Ancients, as we have heard already out of St. Chrysostom and 
stles’ days. the rest, generally say, these feasts were not till after the com- 

munion, when the whole ceremony of preaching, praying, and 
participating of the sacred elements was over, and the re- 
mainders of the oblations were to be disposed of. But many 
of the Moderns think otherwise. Dr. Cave says>*, it is pro- 
bable, that in the Apostles’ time, and the age after them, this 
feast was before the communion, in imitation of our Saviour’s 
institution, who celebrated the sacrament after supper ; and St. 
Paul, taxing the abuses of the Church of Corinth, reproves 
them, that “‘ when they came together for the Lord’s supper, 
they did not tarry one for another, but every one took his 
supper, and one was hungry and another was drunken.” All 
this, he says, must needs be done before the celebration of the 
eucharist, which was never administered till the whole Church 
met together. In this opinion he has the concurrence of Sui- 


Whether 


8.) “Gowep ol dv dpyg murrevoavres, that, in the Apostles’ time, and the 


n 


Kowa mayra €yovres, KOU] € 
oUTe Kad Tiwa pipnow rovrey, el xa) 
py axpiBn, év KoplyOp xard riwas 
pytas npepas, dopriovs tows, Kow7 

Xouvro pera TO peradafew roy 
puoTnpioy. 

54 Observat. 1. 1. c. 18. p. 57. (ad 
calc. Optat. p. 39 d.).... Lectore 
dijudicandum relinquam, an, cum 

ape non nisi vesperi fieret, eucha- 
ristia non nisi mane sumeretur, hsec 
ay unquam concurrere potuerint ? 


Cc. 
55 Primitive Christianity, I. 
ch. 11. p. 344. (t. 1. p. 24.) Whether 
this banquet was before or after the 
celebration of the eucharist, is not 
easy to determine: it is probable, 


* age after them, it was before it, -in 


imitation of our Saviour’s institu- 
tion, who celebrated the sacrament 
after supper. And St. Paul, taxing 
the abuses of the Church of Corinth, 
(1 Cor. 11.) that “ when they came 
together for the Lord’s supper, they 
did not tarry one for another, but 
every one took his own supper;” 
s. e. that provision which he had 
brought from home for the com- 
mon feast, which was devoured with 
great irregularity and excess; some 
eating and drinking all they brought; 
others, the poor especially that came 
late, having nothing left, ‘one being 
hungry, and another drunken,” &c. 
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cerus 55, and Daille 57, and Estius**, who says that Pelagius, 
Primasius, Haimo, Herveeus, Aquinas, Lyra, Cajetan, and 


others of the Latins were of the same opinion. 


That which 


seems most probable is, that they observed no certain rule 
about this matter, but had their feasts sometimes before, some- 


56 Thes. Eccles. voce, Ayam. (t. 
1. p. 24.) Eucharistiam demum poet 
ayaras illas fuisse celebratam, ex 
1 ad Cor. c. 11. satis manifestum 
est. Ibi enim Apostolua Kuptaxdy 
dcixrvoy eorum vocat, qui convenie- 
bant ad commune convivium in ec- 
clesia agitandum. In quo non aliud 
reprehendit, quam quod unusquis- 
que propriam prius sumebat cenam 
edendo, adeo ut alii quidem esuri- 
rent, alii vero ebrii essent. "Exacros 
rd tdioyv Setrvoy mpoAauBave. Ex 
quibus verbis patet, eos prius cce- 
nasse, deinde eucharistiam in illis 
conviviis sumpsisse. 

67 De Object. Cult. Relig. 1. 2. 
c. 19. (p. 292, sub med.) De eo uno 
lis aliqua est, an illam priorum com- 
munem agapen, sive coenam, pre- 
cesserit, an vero secuta sit, sacra- 
menti ipsius participatio. ....Eam 
(p. 293.) [sententiam, qua preeces- 
sisse dicitur agape] Eatius, qui pra- 


- fert, multis rationibus confirmat, &c. 


58 In 1 Cor. 11, 20. (p. 327) Sed 
tamen longe probabilius est id, quod 
Augustinus insinuat in Epistola ad 
Januarium, morem fuiese, ut prius 
haberetur convivium illud com- 
mune; postea fieret oblatio et par- 
ticipatio sacrse eucharistizs. Quam- 
vis enim opinetur Augustinus, Co- 
rinthios per abusum mensis suis 
sacra miscuisse, tamen ut certo anni 
tempore post alios cibos eucharistia 
sumeretur a fidelibus, eum morem 
ad rationabilia majorum refert insti- 
tuta. Quod autem hoc ordine res 
facta fuerit in coetibus primitivorum 
fidelium, ag ea ratio suadet, 
quod, uti dictum est, illa ccna, 
quam Paulus vocat Dominicam, re- 
preesentatio fuerit coense Domini cum 
Apostolis, et inde nomen acceperit ; 
unde consentaneum est, ut insig- 
nior esset commemoratio, quomodo 
loquitur ibidem Augustinus, cele- 
bratam fuisse eodem ordine, quo 


Christus suam cum discipulis co- 
nam celebravit : quem profecto con- 
stat prius coenasse cum discipulis ; 
ac deinde corporis ac sanguinis sui 
sacramenta eis tradidisse. Preeterea 
dicit Apostolus, aliquos preesumere 
coenam, aliis non exspectatis. Quod 
utique non fieret, si, quod Greci 
volunt, omnes jam ante congregati 
eucharistiam accepissent. Ex quo 
satis intelligitur, convivium illud 
haberi solitum in principio, velut 
rimum actum illius conventus fide- 
ium, de quo hic agitur. Idem plane 
ex lis apparet, que mox subjiciuntur 
de indigna sumptione corporis ac 
sanguinis Domini: deque proba- 
tione ante sumptionem necessaria. 
Nam hec locum non haberent, si 
convivium, et que in eo peccata 
erant, facta fuissent post sumptam 
eucharistiam. Neque enim judica- 
tur quis indigne sumpsisse, propter 
cata postea commisaa. enique 
anc sententiam confirmat ea con- 
suetudo, que usque ad Augustini 
tempora in multis ecclesiis obser- 
vata fuit, ut in anniversario die 
conse Domini mysteria a non je- 
junis sumerentur, videlicet ad imi- 
tationem et commemorationem ejus, 
uod in illa coena factum fuerit. 
eminit illius consuetudinis Con- 
cium Carthaginense tertium ca- 
none 29. Cui concilio beatum Au- 
aun interfuisse prodit ipsius 
ipistola 235. Canon autem sic ha- 
bet: Ut sacramenta altaris non nisi 
a jejunis hominibus celebrentur, ex- 
cepto uno die anniversario, quo cena 
Domins celebratur. Sentiunt cum 
Augustino, quoad ordinem memo- 
ratum, commentatores hujus loci 
Pelagius, Primasius, Sedulius, Hai- 
mo, Herveus, Aquinas, Lyranua, 
Cajetanus, atque alii Latini; tametsi 
eorum nonnulli, nominatim Petrus 
Lombardus, etiam alterius ordini 
ac sensus meminerunt. 
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times after the communion, as it appears to have been m some 
measure in the following ages. 

8. For when the Christians m time of persecution were 
the follow. Odliged to meet early in the morning before day to celebrate 
— Spal the eucharist m their religious assemblies, then their feasting 
rst com- before communion could not well comport with the carcum- 
stances and occasion of their meeting. And therefore m the 
, ead begmning of the second century we find the eucharist was 

received before, and the feast postponed. For so Pliny *9 re- 
_ presents it in the account which he had from the Christians in 
the entrance of this century: for having said, ‘ that they met 
on the Lord’s-day to sing hymns to Christ, and bind them- 
selves by a sacrament,’ it is added, ‘ when this is done, our 
custom is to depart, and meet again to partake of an enter- 
tainment, but that a very innocent one and common to all.’ It 
is plain here the communion was first, and the agape some time 
after. 
And so Tertullian ©, who gives the most particular account 
of it, speaks of it as a supper a little before night: ‘ Our supper, 
which you accuse of luxury, shows its reason in its very name : 
for it is called dydan, which signifies love, among the Greeks. 
Whatever charge we are at, it is gain to be at expense upon 
the account of piety. For we therewith relieve and refresh 
the poor. There is nothing vile or immodest committed in it. 
For we do not sit down before we have first offered up prayer 
to God ; we eat only to satisfy hunger ; and drink only so much 


rH 
EE? 


PRET 
i 


9 L. 10. Ep. 97. (p. 278.)....- pudicis est utile. Ita eaturantur, 
Quibus peractis morem sibi disce- ut qui meminerint etiam noce 
dere, rursusque coeundi ad capien- tem adorandum Deum sibi esse. 
dum cibum, promiscuum tamen et Ita fabulantur, ut qui sciant, Domi- 


innoxium. 

 Apol. c. 39. (p. 32a.) Coens 
nostra de nomine rationem eui 
ostendit: id vocatur dydmy, quod 
dilectio penes Greecos [est]. Quan- 
tiscunque sumptibus constet, lu- 
crum est pietatis nomine facere 
sumptum. Siquidem inopes quos- 
que [al. quoque] refrigerio isto ju- 
vamus.... Nihil vilitatis, nihil im- 
modestise admittit. Non prius dis- 
cumbitur, quam oratio ad Deum 
pregustetur. Editur quantum esu- 


rientes cupiunt: bibitur, quantum 


num audire. Post aquam manualem 
et lumina, ut quieque de Scripturis 
sanctis vel de proprio ingenio pe 
test, provocatur in medium Deo 
canere: hinc probatur, quomodo 
biberit. AZque oratio convivium 
dirimit: inde disceditur, non in ca- 
tervas cesionum, neque in classes 
discursationum, nec in eruptiones 
lasciviarum, sed ad eandem curam 
modestize et pudicitie; ut qui non 
tam ccenam ccenaverint, quam dis- 
ciplinam. 
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as becomes modest persons. We fill ourselves in such manner, 
as that we remember still that we are to worship God by night. 
We discourse as in the presence of God, knowing that he hears 
us. Then, after water to wash our hands, and lights brought 
in, every one is moved to sing some hymn to God, either out 
of Scripture, or, as he is able, of his own composing: and by 
this we judge, whether he has observed the rules of temperance 
in drinking. Prayer again concludes our feast; and thence we 
depart, not to fight and quarrel, not to run about and abuse all 
we meet, not to give ourselves up to lascivious pastime; but to 
pursue the same care of modesty and chastity, as men that 
have fed at a supper of philosophy and discipline, rather than 
a corporeal feast.’ 

As this is a fine description of these holy banquets, where 
charity is the foundation, and prayer begins and ends the 
feast, and singing of hymns and religious discourses seasons 
the entertainment, and modesty and temperance run through 
the whole: so the particular mention made of lights, and wor- 
shipping God by night, shows that they came after the com- 
munion, and not before, in Tertullian’s time; when they were 
used to receive the communion in the morning, and always 
fasting, even upon those days when they deferred it till three 
in the afternoon, as upon the stationary days, or till six at 
night. For it was a rule in the African Church to receive 
the eucharist fasting at all times, except one day, which was 
the Thursday before Easter, commonly called Cena Domini, 
because it was the day on which our Saviour celebrated his 
last supper, and instituted the eucharist after swpper: in 
imitation of which, it was the custom to celebrate the eucharist 
after supper on this day, in the African Churches, but on no 
other day whatsoever, as we learn from the third Council of 
Carthage and St. Austin. 

The Council of Carthage had an express canon ®! to this 
purpose : ‘ That the sacrament of the altar be never celebrated 
by any but such as are fasting, except on one anniversary day, 


61 Carth. 3. c. 29. (t.3. p.1171¢.) functorum, sive episcoporum, [seu 
Ut sacramenta altaris non nisi a clericorum,] sive ceterorum, com- 
jejunis hominibus celebrentur, ex- mendatio facienda est, solis ora- 
cepto uno die anniversario, quo tionibus fiat, si illi, qui faciunt, jam 
cena Domini celebratur. Nam si pransi inveniantur. 
aliquorum pomeridiano tempore de- 
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when the ‘supper of the Lord is solemnized.’ And pursuant to 
this they order, ‘ that if any commendation of the dead was to 
be made in the afternoon, it should only be done with prayers, 
and not with the celebration of the eucharist, if they that as- 
sisted at the funeral-office had dined before.’ St. Austin was 
a member of this Council, and he assures us®, that this decree 
was conformable to the practice of the Universal Church in his 
age, which he thought to be derived from the appointment of 
the Apostles. For, ‘though it be very apparent, that when 
the disciples first received the body and blood of the Lord, 
they did not receive fasting ; yet does any one now accuse the 
Universal Church, because all men receive fasting? For so it 
pleased the Holy Ghost, that, for the honour of so great a 
sacrament, the Lord's body should enter into the mouth of 
a Christian before any other food. And therefore this custom 


62 Ep. 118. [al. 4.] ad Januar. 
c. 6. (t. 2. p. 126 f. et seqq.) Et 
liquido apparet, quando primum ac- 
ceperunt discipuli corpus et sangui- 
nem Domini, non eos accipisse jeju- 
nos. Numquid tamen propterea 
calumniandum est universe eccle- 
sie, quod a jejunis semper accipi- 
tur? Ex hoc enim placuit Spiritui 
Sancto, ut in honorem tanti sacra- 
menti in os Christiani prius Domi- 
nicum corpus intraret, quam ceteri 
[al. exteri] cibi: nam ideo per uni- 
versum orbem mos iste servatur. 
Neque enim quia post cibos dedit 
Dominus, propterea pransi aut coe- 
nati fratres ad illud sacramentum 
accipiendum convenire debent, aut 
sicut faciebant, quos Apostolus ar- 
guit et emendat, mensis suis ista 
miscere. Namque Salvator, quo ve- 
hementius commendaret mysterii il- 
hus altitudinem, ultimum hoc voluit 
altius infigere cordibus et memorize 
discipulorum ; a quibus ad pas- 
sionem digressurus erat. Et ideo 
non preecepit, quo deinceps ordine 
sumeretur, ut lis, per quos 
ecclesias dispositurus erat, servaret 
hunc locum. Nam si hoc ille mo- 
nuisset, ut post cibos alios semper 
acciperetur, credo quod eum morem 
nemo variasset. Cum vero ait Apo- 
stolus de hoc sacramento loquens, 


Propter quod fratres, cum convenitis 
ad manducandum, invicem exspec- 
tate: si guis esurit, domi manducet, 
uf non ad judicium conventatis : sta- 
tim subtexuit, Cetera autem, cum 
venero, ordinabo: .... Unde intel- 
ligi datur, quia multum erat, ut in 
Epistola totum illum agendi ordi- 
nem insinuaret, quem universa per 
orbem servat ecclesia, ab ipso ordi- 
natum esse, quod nulla morum di- 
versitate variatur.—C. 7. (p. 127 c.} 
Sed nonnullos probabilis queedam 
ratio delectavit, ut uno certo die 
per annum, quo ipsam coenam Do- 
minus dedit, tanquam ad insigni- 
orem commemorationem, post cibos 
offerri et accipi liceat corpus et san- 
guinem Domimi. Honestius autem 
arbitror ea hora fieri, ut qui etiam 
jejunaverit, post refectionem, que 

ora nona fit, ad oblationem possit 
occurrere. Qua propter neminem 
cogimus ante Dominicam illam ce- 
nam prandere, sed null etiam con- 
tradicere audemus. Hoc tamen non 
arbitror inatitutum, nisi quia plures 
et prope omnes in plerisque locis eo 
die lavare consuerunt. Et quia 
nonnulli etiam jejunium custodiunt, 
mane offertur propter prandentes, 
quia jejunia simul et lavacra tole- 
rare non possunt; ad vesperam vero 
propter jejunantes. 
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1s observed by the whole world. For neither, because the 
Lord gave it after meat, ought the brethren to meet after 
dinner or supper to receive it, or to imitate those whom the 
Apostle reproves and corrects, who mingled it with their 
tables. Our Saviour, to commend the greatness of this mys- 
tery, was minded indeed to fix it in the hearts and memory of 
his disciples as the last thing before he went from them to 
his passion: but he did not therefore order in what manner it 
should be received, that he might reserve this for his Apostles 
to do, by whom he intended to order his Church. For if he 
had appointed that men should receive it after meat, I suppose 
no one would have altered that custom. But when the Apostle, 
speaking of this sacrament, says, “ The rest will I set in order 
when I come,” (1 Cor. 13, 34.) we are given to understand, that 
he then appointed this custom of receiving fasting, which now 
the whole Church, over all the world, observes without any 
variation or diversity.’ He adds, ‘that some, upon a probable 
reason, were delighted to offer and receive the body of the 
Lord after meat, on one certain day in the year, when the 
Lord himself gave his supper, to make the commemoration of 
it more remarkable. And because some on that day choose to 
fast, and others not; therefore, in many places, it was cus- 
tomary to offer the sacrifice twice, to serve the ends of both.’ 
St. Chrysostom also frequently speaks of their receiving 
the communion fasting. ‘Thou fastest,’ says he®, ‘ before 
thou receivest the eucharist, that thou mayest be worthy.’ 
And, in one or two places®, he vindicates himself from an ob- 
jection which his adversaries brought against him, as if he was 
used to transgress this rule both in administering baptism and 
the eucharist. ‘They say I gave the communion to some after 
eating. If I have done this, let my name be wiped out of the 
catalogue of bishops, and not be written in the book of the 
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. in 1 Cor. p. 567. (t.° ris dpOo8dfou micrews, drt 180d éddy 


63 Hom. 27 
roovroy ¢yw érpagta, xal drroBalei pe 


10. p. 248 c.) Ev dé mply fh pev pera- 


AaBeiy ynorevas, va Gros Syrore 


G£ios gangs THs Kowvevias. 

64 Ep. 125. ad Cyriac. t. 4. p. 868. 
(t.3. p. 668 d.)... Aéyouvowy, Sri revds 
éxowavnoa pera 1rd ayeiy avrovs. 
Kal el yey rovro éroinaa, efarerpbein 
7d dvoud pou éx tis BiSNov roy éem- 
oxdroyv, Kai pn ypadein ev rp BiBAp 


Ala €x me dons? avrov’ ef 
cal rourdé pot A€youct, xal 
Prrovecxovar, esberecer cal roy 
TlatAoy, ds pera rd Seurvnoat dAdKAN- 
pov roy olkoy ¢Bdrrice’ xabederacay 
cal avrov roy Kupcop, 8s pera ro Sec- 
wynoa. tots ‘Amoordé\ots THY Kowww- 
viay axe. 
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orthodox faith. If I have done any such thing, let Christ cast 
me out of his kingdom. But if they still go on to object this, 
let them also degrade St. Paul, who baptized a whole house 
after supper. Let them also depose the Lord himself, who 
gave the communion to his Apostles after supper.’ So again®, 
‘They object against me, thou didst first eat, and then ad- 
minister baptism. If I did so, let me be anathema; let me 
not be numbered in the roll of bishops; let me not be among 
the angels; let me never please God. But if I had done so, 
what absurdity had I committed? Let them depose Paul, who 
baptized the jailor after supper. Yea, I will say a bolder thing, 
let them depose Christ himself, for he gave the communion. to 
his disciples after supper.’ This shows the custom of the 
Church was to administer both sacraments before eating, though 
at the same time it intimates that to do otherwise was not an 
unpardonable crime. 

Gregory Nazianzen hints also at this custom, when®™ he 
says, ‘Every action of Christ is not necessary to be imitated 
by us: for he celebrated the mystery of the Passover with his 
disciples in an upper room, and after supper, but we do it in 
the church, and before supper.’ The like is said by St. Basil §7, 
and many other of the Greek writers. And among the Latins 
there are several canons of the Councils of Braga®*, Mascon, 


65 Sermo antequam iret in Exsil. 
t.4. p. 969. (ibid. p. 417 €.) Aéyouai 
po. Gri éhayes xal ¢Sanricas. El 


68 Bracar. 1. [al. 2.] c. 16. (t. 5. p. 
838 e.) Si quis quinta feria paschali 
que vocatur Coena Domini, hora le- 





éxoinga rovro, aydGepa Evopar’ pi) 
apOpnbeiny els émoxdéray pifay' js) 
yevopa per dyyédov’ pu) dpérw Geg. 
Ei de pel Peale xat éBarrioa, ovdev 
Gxatpoy tév mpayparoy eroinga.... 
KaéeXérocay ovy HavXoy, dr: pera rd 
Sesrvnoa éxaplocaro re SecpodvAan 
76 Barricpa. Todpa déyev, cabede- 
Tecay kai aurdv roy Xpiordv, Sri 
pera rd Beisvoy rois padnrais Thy 
xowoviay éxapicaro. 

65 Orat. 40. de Bapt. (t. 1. p. 659 
d.) Hddw pvoraywyet rb mdoya rovs 
pabnras vy dmrepaw xal pera Seisrvor, 
kai mpd pas Tov mabe Hpépas, npets 
év mpocweuxns otkoss xal wpd rov dei- 
svou, kat pera THY avdoragey. 

67 Hom. 1. de Jejun. (t.2. part. 1. 
p.6 b. n.6.)... 0b duvardy dvev yn- 
oreias iepoupyias xatatro\picat. 


gitima, post nonam jejunus in eccle- 
sla missas non tenet, sed, secundum 
sectam Priscilliani, festivitatem ip~ 
sius Dei ab hora tertia per missas 
defunctorum, soluto jejunio, colit, 
anathema sit.—Bracar. 2. (al. 3.] ¢. 
TO. (ibid. p. 898 e.) Placuit ut, quia 
per stultitiam presumpti nuper er- 
roris, aut certe ex veteris Priscilliane 
adhuc heeresis foetore, corruptos co- 
Sacha quosdam preshyteros in 

ujus presumptionis audacia detine- 
ri, ut 10 missa mortuorum etiam post 
acceptum merum oblationem ausi 
sunt consecrare; ideoque hoc pre-~- 
fixe evidentis sententiz admonitione 
servetur, ut si quis presb post 
hoc edictum nostrum amplius in hac 
vesania fuerit depreheneus, id est, 
ut non jejunus, sed quocunque jam 
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Auxerre”, and Toledo?!, to this purpose. Some of which 
allow the African custom of communicating after eating on the 
Thursday in Passion-week, but others upon the account of the 
Priscillianists forbid it. And therefore Socrates7? notes it as a 
singular thing in the Churches of Egypt and Thebais, that on 
Saturdays they were used to administer the eucharist after 
eating in the evening. Which is prohibited by the Council of 
Trullo7%, not excepting the Thursday in Passion-week, which 
though the African fathers for probable reasons might allow, 


yet they utterly forbid it. 


By all which it appears that the 


general custom of the Church was to celebrate the eucharist 
fasting : and consequently that these love-feasts, we are speaking 
of, must have been held after the communion, and not before it. 
Yet it is but a sorry argument in Mabillon’”, to conclude hence, 
that the Ancients must needs believe transubstantiation, be- 
cause they received@he communion fasting. For he might as 
reasonably have concluded from Chrysostom, that the water in 
baptism was transubstantiated, because we have heard him say 
before that they always administered baptism fasting. And 


cibo precepto, oblationem conee- 
craverit, continuo ab officio suo pri- 
vatus a proprio deponatur episcopo. 

69 Matiscon. 2. c. 6. (ibid. p. 982 
a+) Decernimus, ut nullus presbyter 
confertus cibo, aut crapulatus vino, 
sacrificia contrectare, aut missas pri- 
vatis festisque diebus concelebrare, 
presumat. Injustum est enim, ut 
spiritali alimento corporale przpo- 
natur: sed si quis hoc attentare cu- 
raverit, dignitatem amittat honoris. 

72 C. 19. (ibid. p. 959 c.) Non 
licet presbytero, aut diacono, aut 
subdiacono, post acceptum cibum 
vel poculum missas tractare. 

7! Tolet.7. c. 2. (ibid. p. 1839 c.) 
Ne, quod nature languoris causa 
consulitur, in preesumptionis perni- 
ciem convertatur, nullus post cibum 
potumve quamlibet minimum sump- 
tum missas facere, &c. 

72 L.5. c.22. (v.32. p. 295. 28.) 
Alybwrios 8€ yelroves dvres “AheLav- 
Spec, xa ol riv OnBaida olxoirres, 
&y péy wovovvras ouvakecs’ 
oby as os 8€ Xproriavois roy pvoTn- 
ploy yout’ pera yap Td 


evoxnGnvat, cat rayrolwy éSecpdray 
euhopnOnva, wept éomépay mpoodpe- 
povres, tay pvornpioy peradapnSd- 


vOUCT. 
78 C. 2g. (t.6. p.1355 b.) ‘O ray 
év KapOayévy Scayopeves xavoy, Sore 
ta tov aylov Gvovacrnpiou ei jr) ind 
oTKay avOpwroy pr emredeiobat 
cEnpnuéms puis érnoias jpépas, év 
rd Kuptaxdy Seisrvoy émtredeiras’ ios 
Tnvxavura, dud Tivas Kata Tous Térous 
mpopaces 1H éxxAnoig Avotredeis, 
ray Ocieay éxeivooy maTépwy TH THAUTY 
Xpycapeveoy olxovopia. Mnderds ovy 
nuas évadyorros xaraheureiy riy axpi- 
Becay, dpifopey arrooroAtkais Kal sa- 
rpixais érdéuevot, rapaddcect, pn Seiy 
éy ry Teooapaxcoty t7j totepaig éB- 
Bouad riy méprrny dvew, cal GAnv 
Thy Texoapaxoorhy ariudfey. 
74 De Liturg. Gallican. 1. 1. c. 6. 
n. 7. (p. 61.) Qui potuit tanta religio 
cere majores nostros in susci- 
piendo eucharistise sacramento, 8i 
solam corporis Christi in eo figuram, 
hoc est, nudum panem ac merum 
vinum residere credidissent ? 
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some learned men?> are of opinion that for the three first ages, 
though they generally received the eucharist fasting in the 
assemblies before day, yet sometimes they received after sup- 
per. For Cyprian, disputing against the Aquarians, who cele- 
brated in the morning in water only, and in the evening tr 
wine and water mixed together, does not contend with them 
about celebrating after supper, but only because they did not 
at both times mix wine with water after Christ's example. He 
would not so easily have passed over the practice of the Aqua- 
rians in celebrating in the evening, had there been no instances 
of the like practice in the Church: but as it was customary in 
Egypt to celebrate the eucharist on Saturdays after dinner, 
and in Afric one day in a year after supper, all he pleads for 
upon this point is only this’, that the general custom of the 
Church to celebrate the eucharist in the morning only was not 
against the rule of Christ, though he ga®e it in the evening 
after supper: because Christ had a particular reason for what 
he did, which he did not intend should oblige the Church: 
‘Christ offered in the evening to signify the evening or end of 
the world; but we offer in the morning to celebrate our 
Saviour’s resurrection.’ And he gives another reason why they 
did not celebrate in the evening generally, as in the morning, 


75 Vid. Dall. de Object. Cult. 
Relig. 1.2. c.19. (p.297. ad fin. cap.) 
Ergo ex his patet, totis tribus primis 
Christianismi szeculis, tametsi in 
matutinis fraternitatis conventibus, 
et seorsum in edibus quoque pri- 
vatis, sacramentum mane sumi sole- 
ret, apud ecclesiam tamen usitatum 
fuiese, ut id etiam a ccenatis sume- 
retur, maxime in sancta agaparum 
letitia, &c.—Fell. Not.in Cypr. Ep. 
63. p. 156. (p. 277. n.3.) Constat 
etiam eucharistiam licet horis ante- 
lucanis sumptam, vespere etiam dis- 
tribui solitam; cujus rei locuples 
testis Tertullianus Lib. de Corona, 
c.3: Eucharistia sacramentum tem- 
pore victus de presidentium manu 
sumsmus. Et alibi monet, ut finitis 
atationibus sumatur. Consuetudo 
post coenam communicandi diu du- 
ravit in ecclesia. Sucrates enim ait, 
l. 5. c. 22., Alyummiot, x.t.A. See 
Nn. 72, preceding. 


6 Ep. 63. ad Ceecilian. p. 156. 
(p. 277. corrige, 281.) The Objection 
of the Aquarians: An illa sibi ali- 
quis contemplatione blanditur, quod 
etsi mane aqua sola offerri videtur, 
tamen, cum ad ceenandum venimus, 
mixtum calicem offerimus? Cypri- 
an’s Answer: Sed cum cenamus, 
ad conyivium nostrum plebem con- 
vocare non possumus, ut sacramenti 
veritatem fraternitate omni presente 
celebremus. The Aquarians object : 
At enim non mane, sed post cenam 
mixtum calicem obtulit Dominus. 
Cyprian answers : Numquid ergo Do- 
minicum post coenam celebrare de- 
bemus, ut sic mixtum calicem fre- 

uentandis Dominicis offeramus? 

hristum offerre oportebat circa ves- 
peram diei, ut hora ipsa sacrificii 
ostenderet occasum et vesperam 
mundi....Nos autem resurrectio- 
nem Domini mane celebramus. 
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*‘ because the people could not so well all come together in the 
evening as in the morning.’ By which it is plain, in Cyprian’s 
time there was no absolute rule to forbid communicating after 
supper, though the practice began generally to be disused, 
and the common custom was, to receive fasting and at morning 
service. 

9. There is one thing more to be observed of their love- These love- 
feasts, that, as they were designed for the promotion of unity Hamptey in 
and charity, they were commonly held in the church for the thechurch: 
three first centuries, as learned men’? conclude from that canon ebeileaip al 
of the Council of Gangra7®, which was made against the Eusta- bidden by 
thians: ‘If any one despises the feasts of charity which the Councils, 
faithful make, who for the honour of the Lord call their 
brethren to them, and comes not to the invitation because he 
contemns them, let him be anathema.’ These Eustathians 
were men who held their meetings in private houses, and 
despised the church; which is the reason of this canon made 
against them. However such abuses were sometimes committed 
m these feasts, that the Council of Laodicea, not long after, 
made a law79 against having them in the church, forbidding 
any to eat or spread tables in the house of God or the church. 

And a like decree was made in the third Council of Carthage®®, 
forbidding the clergy to feast in the church, unless it were by 
chance in a journey for want of other entertainment: and 
orders are given to restrain the people as much as might be 
from such feasting in the church. But the custom was too in- 
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77 Bevereg. Not. in c.74. C. Trull. 
(t. 2. append. p. 161.) Et quidem 
eas [agapas] olim etiam in ipsis ec- 
clesiis celebratas fuisse ex preesenti 
et Synod. Laod. c. 28. patet, quibus 
illud prohibetur. Non opus est au- 
tem, ut illud prohiberetur, quod 
nunquam factum fuit.—Suicer.Thes. 
Eccles. voce, "Aydin. (t. I. p. 27.) 
Et si antea in templis et ecclesiis ex 
more apostolico celebrari solita es- 
sent hujusmodi convivia Christiana, 
Concilium nihilominus Laodicenum 
ea removit a templis canone 28., cu- 
jus verba sunt: Ov dei, «.r.A. See 
n, he following. 

C. rr. (t. 2. p. 419 c.) Et 


Tis xaradpovoin ray éx micrews 


aydaras wowouvrey, kai Sa repry rou 
Kupiov ees rous ddeAovs, 
kal pn €béos Kowavely Tais ANTEC, 
dca rd eLevrediLey rd yevdpevor, dva- 
Gena éoro. 

79 C. 28. (t.1. p. 1g01 ce.) Ou det 
€y Trois Kuptaxois, f} év rats éxxAnoias 
ras Aeyouevas aydwras Toteiy, Kai éy 
TH oxy ToU Geov dabiew nat axxov- 
Bira orpovvvery. 

8 C. 30. (t. 2. p.rry1 d.) Ut 
nulli episcopi vel clerici in ecclesia 
conviventur, nisi forte transeuntes 
hospitiorum necessitate illic refician- 
tur: populi etiam ab hujusmodi con- 
viviis, quantum fieri potest, prohi- 
beantur. 
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veterate to be rooted out at once; and therefore we find, by 
St. Austin’s Answer to Faustus®! the Manichee, that they 
were still kept in the church. For whereas Faustus objected 
two things against them: 1. That they were but the spawn of 
the Gentile banquets turned into Christian feasts. 2. That 
the Catholics were used to make themselves drunk at them in 
the memorial of the martyrs: St. Austin rejects the first charge 
as a mere calumny, telling him that the end of their agape 
was only to feed the poor with flesh, or the fruits of the earth ; 
but the second charge he owns in part as true, that the people 
still held these feasts in the church, and that some excess was 
committed in them: ‘but then,’ says he®, ‘there is a great 
deal of difference between tolerating and approving: we do 
not approve of drunkenness even in a private house, much less 
it a church : it is one thing which we are commanded to teach, 
and another what we are forced to tolerate and endure, till we 
can correct and amend it.’ St. Austin ®? says, all kind of feast- 
ing in the church was prohibited by St. Ambrose, at Milan, 
with good success, and it was he himself that gave the advice 
to Aurelius*, bishop of Carthage, to make the foresaid canon 
against it in hopes to extirpate it, after the example of St. 
Ambrose. In France it was prohibited by the second Council 
of Orleans®>, anno 541. Yet for all this, there were some re- 
mains of it in the seventh century, when the Council of Trullo®® 
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8! L. 20. c. 20. (t. 8. p. 346 ¢, 
d.) Nec sacrificia eorum vertimus in 
agapes. ... Agapes enim nostre pau- 
peres pascunt sive frugibus sive car- 
nibus, &c. 

82 Ibid. c. 21. (ibid. p. 348 a.) Qui 
autem se in memoriis martyrum in- 
ebriant, quomodo a nobis approbari 

unt, cum eos, etiam si In domi- 

us suis id faciant, sana doctrina 

condemnet? Sed aliud est quod 

docemus, aliud quod sustinemus: 

aliud quod per jubemur, aliud 

quod emendare preecipimur, et, donec 
emendemus, tolerare compellimur. 

83 Confess. 1.6. c.2. (t.2. p.119 
e.) Speaking of his mother Monnica : 
Cum ad memorias sanctorum, sic- 
ut in Africa solebat, pultes et panem 
et merum attulisset, atque ub ostiario 
prohiberetur; ubi hoc episcopum 
vetuisse cognovit, tam pie atque obe- 


dienter amplexa est, ut ipse mirarer, 
quam facile accusatrix potius con- 
suetudinis suse quam disceptatrix 
ilius penal effecta sit... Ita- 
que ubi comperit a preclaro preedi- 
catore atque antistite pietatis pre- 
ceptum esse ista non fieri, nec ab 
eis qui sobrie facerent, ne ulla oc- 
casio se ingurgitandi daretur ebrio- 
sis; et quia illa quasi parentalia 
superstitioni Gentilium essent simil- 
lima, abstinuit se libentissime, &c. 

64 Ep. 64. [al. a2.] (t. 2. pp. 27— 
30.) Consult the Epistle throughout, 
especially ch. 1. 88. 4 and 5. 

8 Aurelian. 2.c. 12. (t. 4. p. 1781 
e.) Ne quis in ecclesia votum suum 
cantando, bibendo, vel lasciviendo 
dissolvat, quia Deus talibus votis 
irritatur potius quam placetur. 

86 C. 74. (t.6. p. 1175 b.) “Ore ob 
dei €y Trois Kuptaxois h dy rais éxxAn~ 
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was obliged to reinforce the canon of Laodicea, against feasting 
in the church, under pain of excommunication. So difficult a 
matter was it to extirpate the abuses of ancient custom, without 
destroying the custom itself, which was innocent in its original, 
and of so great service to the Christian Church, whilst it con- 
tinued free from abuses, that it was the envy and admiration of 
the Heathen. 

10. Some indeed were maliciously disposed to calumniate ree Bese 
and traduce the Christians, upon the account of this innocent were at ane 
custom, as guilty of I know not what black designs. Origen 87 sbused and 
says, Celsus charged them with holding clancular and seditious ed by some 
cabals upon the score of theso agapes, or meetings to show ager 
kindness to one another. Which is also noted by Tertullian in admired 
that chapter of his Apology®*, where he gives us that fine Tapes 
description of the Christian feasts in answer to this suggestion. upon sc- 
Others charged these feasts with the practice of abominable ae on 
uncleanness : in answer to which Minucius®? tells them, ‘their of charity. 
feasts were not only chaste, but sober; for they did not 
indulge either gluttony “or drunkenness, but tempered their 
mirth with gravity, with chaste discourse and chaster bodies.’ 

Others added that monstrous fable of their feeding upon human 
flesh, and feasting upon infants’ blood. Which is mentioned 
and refuted by all the apologists, Athenagoras %, Theophilus, 
Tertullian®, Minucius®, Origen, Justin Martyr, and 


cias ras Aeyopévas dyarras moveiv, 
kal Gydov ev TG oikp éoGiew, Kal dx- 
xovBtra oTpevview ol xat rovro trot- 
cy roApavres fj mavodabacay, f) ado- 
preobwoar. 

87 Cont. Cels. 1.1. p.°4. (t. 1. p. 
319 b.) IIpéroy 7? Kédow xebadarév 
ott Bovdopévp aBader Xpioria- 
mopoy, ws owOnxas xpuBony mpds 
GAAnovs Motovpevov Xproriavoov, 
Tapa Td vevoutopeva’... kal Bovherat 
diaBareiy rh raousérny aydiny 
Xproriavev mpos dAnAovs, amd Tov 
Kowov xivduvou idiorapevny. 

8 Apol. c. 39. (p. 32 a.).... Ce- 
nulas nostras, | otagh bo eceleris 
infames, ut a igas suggillatis, &c. 

89 Octav. p. 92. (c. 31. p. 154-) 
De incesto convivic fabulam gran- 
dem advereum nos demonum coitio 
mentita est—Ibid. (p. 158.) At nos 


convivia non tantum pudica colimus, 
sed et sobria,. . . casto sermone, cor- 
pore castiore. 
90 Legat. (ad cale. Just. Mart. 
- 34d.) "Ere 3€ xal a sre cat piges 
oyorrowiow abéous xa nav, iva re 
poely vopiforey pera Adyou, kal oid- 
pevor TH bedirrer Oat, jf} THs évoraves 
amdgey y pas Tov Biov, 9 mixpous cal 
arrapa:rnrous, Th Tay alrioy Urep- 
Body, rous dpxyovras mapacxevacerw. 
Ad Autolycum, 1. 3. (ad calc. 
ejusd. p- 119 b.) Packdvrov & @s Kot~ 
vas atrayroy oboas ras yuvaixas neay, 
Kal dcadhd pikes Evvdvras, ri pny 
ral rats idtas adeAais ouppiyyve Bat, 
kai, TO dag sleat xal dudraroy, wagay 
wapKey a iveoy éddrrea Gat 7) npas. 
‘ba A ool 2. (p. 7 ¢.) Dicimur 
sealersanaic e sacramento infanti- 
cidii et pabulo inde, &c. 
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many others, whom the reader may find at large, collected by 
the learned Kortholt%, in his book De Calumniis Paga- 


norum, &c. 


The reason of this charge is by many of the Ancients 97 
ascribed to the vile practices of the Carpocratians and other 
heretics, at least tacitly or indirectly, whilst they accuse them 
of this crime, which the Heathens turned upon the Christians 
in general. And so it is said upon their authority by many 


modern 92 authors. 


% Octav. (c. 9. p. 57.) Jam de 
initiandis tirunculis fabula tam de- 
testanda, quam nota est. Infans 
farre contectus, ut decipiat incautos, 
apponitur ei, qui sacris imbuatur. Is 
‘infans a tirunculo, farris superficie 
quasi ad innoxios ictus provocato, 
cecis occultisque vulneribus occidi- 
tur: hujus, proh nefas! sitientes 
sanguinem lambunt,, hujus certatim 
membra dispertiunt, &c. 

#4 Cont. Cels. 1. 6. (t. 1. p. 662 a.) 
Mera ravta mapanAnoidy ti rove 
pot Goxet rois ba mwoAAnY Thy mpds 
Xptoriavovs aréxOeav bia8eBaov- 
pevois mpos Tous pndapas eiddras rd 
Xpiorriavay, rt dpa ti mweipa xartei- 
Ande Xpirriavors éobiovras capxas 
mradioy, kai pifeos rats mpds Tas map 
atrots yuvaixas avaisny ypopevous. 

% Apol. 1. (p. 50 b.) Tis giAn- 
Bovos, } adxparis, Kat dvOpwrivev 
gapxav Bopay ayabdy iyyovpevos, bu- 
varo dy bescres aordlecOa, dros 
Tay avrov ayaday orepnby ;—Apol. 
2.(p. 70 b.) El d€ xal ra dvognpya 
éxeiva pudodoyoupeva tpya mpdrrovet, 
Avxvias pev dvarpomyy, cat Tas dvedny 
pi£es, cal avOpwrivey capxay Bopas, 
ov ywooKxopev.—Conf. Dialog. cum 
Tryph. (p. 227 b.) My xal dpeis me- 
murrevxate wept Hpdy, Ore 81) erOioper 
avOpamous, cai, pera thy eiAarivny 
arrooBervivres rovs Auxvous, dbéapots 
pigerw éyxvarcdueda ; 

8 De Calumn. Pagan. c. 18, &c. 
(pp. 187s seqq.) De Thyesteis Epu- 


, Fc. 

7 Vid. Epiphan. Her. 26. Gnostic. 
n. 5. (t. 1. p. 87 b.) Karaowdoavres 
yap To EuSpvov xaipq, oie 8 av ém- 
xetpnowot, AapBavovow éxrpwbey 
Touro 76 Bpédos, év GAum rivi Kér- 


(cumenius 99 ascribes 


it to another 


rovow wrépp, Kat eyxarapitayres 
peAs nal weérwept, cal GAda rwd dpw- 
pata, xal wupa, mpds TO pi) vauTiiy 
avrovs’ ovtws cuvaybevres mavres, of 
Ts] TY Xoipwy TovTrwy Kal Kuvey 

lava@rat, peradapSavovow éxacros 
tp B8axrivAp and Tov Karakxorevros 
matSiov' Kat ovrws riv avOpwroBo- 
piay amepyacapevot, eSyovrat owrdy 
T@ Oe, x.r.A.—Euseb. 1. 4. c.7. (v.1. 
p. 149,16.) Tots 8€ amioros eOvect, 
moAAny mapexew kara Tou Oeiov Adyou 
Svodnpias meprovotiay, x. tr. A.— Au- 

ustin. de Heresibus, c. 27. (t.8. p. 
Sb.) Sacramenta perhibentur fu- 
nesta habere: nam de infantis anni- 
culi sanguine, quem de toto ejus 
corpore minutis punctionum vulne- 
ribus extorquent, quasi eucharistiam 
suam conficere perhibentur, miscen- 
tes eum farine, panemque inde fa- 
cientes. Qui puer si mortuus fu- 
erit, habetur apud eos pro martyre ; 
si autem vixerit, pro magno sacer- 
dote. 

% Dall. de Object. Cult. Relig. 
l. 2. c. 28. (p. 333:) Clemens vero 
Alexandrinis, &c.—Baron. an. 120. 
n. 26. (t. 2. p. 69 b.).... Que hi 
agebant in occulto palam facta, 
Gentiles in omnes xque converte- 
bant Christianos. — Ibid. an. £79. 
n. 44. (ibid. p. 226 b.) Verum quo- 
niam falsorum criminum calumniis, 


&e, 

99 In x Pet. 3, 16. (t. 2. p. 498 b. 
4.) Xptorcavav xatnxoupevay SovrAous 
"EdAnves ovAAaBdvres, elra pabeiv re 
mapa routwov 8nOev amdppnrov mepi 
Xpioriavay dvaykd{ovres, of SovAat 
obra py exovres ras rd Trois avaynd- 
(over nad nBovy épeiv, mapdcov 
Zxovoy trav Seorroray, riv Oeiay peta- 
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reason : he says, In the persecution of the Christians at Lyons 
under Antoninus, the Heathens, having apprehended some 
servants of certain Christian catechumens, put them to the 
rack to make them confess some secret of the Christians; and 
they having heard their masters say that the holy communion 
was the body and blood of Christ, and supposing it to be truly 
flesh and blood, (atroi vopl{ovres t@ Gyre aya nai odpxa etvat,) 
to gratify the inquisitors they told them what they had heard. 
And the Heathens, understanding this as if the Christians had 
really (airéxpyya) eaten flesh and blood, put two of the martyrs, 
Sanctus and Blandina, to the rack to make them confess it ; to 
whom Blandina smartly replied, ‘ How should they endure to 
do this, who for exercise sake abstain from such flesh as they 
might lawfully eat?’ If this were true, it would prove that the 
Heathens grounded their calumny upon a false apprehension 
they had of the Christian sacrament: but it would by no 
means prove what Perron and many of the Romanists would 
have, ‘that the ground of the fable was the real belief of the 
Christians,’ as if they believed the eucharist to be the real 
proper flesh and blood of Christ: for this is expressly said to 
be only a false apprehension of the Heathens, and utterly 
denied by the Christians, according as C&cumenius relates the 
story. Which yet is something different from the genuine 
Acts in Eusebius’, for there is no mention made of the 
eucharist in the story, but it is only said, ‘that when some of 
the Christian servants, who were Heathens, were apprehended, 
they, fearing to be tormented, did by the motion of Satan, and 
the instigation of the soldiers prompting them to it, falsely 
accuse the Christians, as if they used to feast upon man’s flesh, 


Amb alpa cat copa elva Xpiorob, 
avrut vopicayres To GytTt aiza xal 
odpxa elva, rovro efeirroy rois éx{n- 
rovew' of d¢ AaBdvres ws avréypyua 
rovro teAcioGar Xpirriavois, cal 87 
rouro rois GAAas "EXAnow éferdp- 
qevoy’ Kat Trovs paptupas Saykroy 
cat BAaydivay dpodoynoa dia Baca- 
voy nuayxafoy’ ois evaordyws BAav- 
diva émappyoidcaro, Ilas ay, eirovoa, 
rovray avacxowro oi py dé Tov eet- 
pévoy kpedy Ot doxnow amoXavovres. 


1 L. 5. c. 1. p. 156. (v. 1. p. 201. 


4.) SuveXapBavovro 8€ xai €Ovxoi 
Tives oixérat Tay nperépwyv, ere 8n- 
pooia éxédXevoey 6 iryepov ava(nrei- 
Gat mayras nas’ of 8é Kar’ évedpay 
Tov Larava, PoBnOerres tas Bacavous, 
ds rous ayious @8Xeroy macyorras’ 
Toy oTpariwray ent Tovro Tapoppiy- 
Twy avrous, KateYevoavTo uay Ov- 
éoreta Getrva, cat Oldirodetous pifers, 
kal Goa pyre dadeiy pyre voeiv Oépus 
Hpiv, AAG py 8 morevew, «i TL TOL- 
ovro 1emore Tapa avOpdras éyevero. 
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and commit incest, and other the like things, which it is not fit 
either to speak or think, and which we can hardly believe 
were ever done by any men whatsoever.’ So that the Chris- 
tians’ belief about the eucharist could not be the ground of 
this story, but it either sprung from the practices of the Car- 
pocratians, or else, as the learned Kortholt', not without 
some probable reasons, inclines to believe, it took its rise from 
the pure malice and fiction of the Heathens themselves, some 
of whom never stuck at saying any thing that would render 
the Christians odious. 

However, though there were many who thus calumniated 
these Christian feasts by this variety of charges, yet there 
were some also who could discern the good effects of them, 
and the great influence they had not only on their members, 
but the very Heathen, who sometimes would cry out and say, 
‘See how these Christians love one another !’ as Tertullian 2 
notes in speaking of their collations and charity. Nay, Julian 
himself, though the bitterest enemy the Christians ever had, 
could not help bearing testimony to the usefulness of this 
practice, which he looked upon with an envious eye, as that 
which he imagined chiefly to uphold the Christian religion, 
and undermine the religion of the Gentiles. For thus in one 
of his Letters to his Gentile priests®, he provokes them to 


The agape, or 


1 Ubi supr. (p. 163.) Ex his in- 
fandis hereticorum facinoribus nate 
creduntur iste adversus Christianos 
veteres calumniz, de quibus supra 
dicebamus. Sed enim, si dixerimus, 
quee ad eum modum memoratis illis 
hereticis tribuuntur, non usque 
adeo certa videri, quia de iis dubitare 
liceat nihil, forte absurdi designave- 
rimus. Cur ita sentiam, dicam pau- 
cis, judicio interim ac decisioni doc- 
tiorum rem omnem committens, &c. 

2 Apol. c. 39. (p. 31 b.) Vide, 
sas ok ut aie se diligant ! 

ragment. Ep. (p. 557.) Aet 
d¢ rou Perobdou pey, i ole alos 
resi els ry repi Glia evoé- 
tay eloayayos" Tou pire Se, 
el cai é Shines fs KOLWOVEL 
rois Seopevats, xa peradi8oc: mpo-~ 
Gvpws, 0 motely émtyetpay Goous dy 


olds re Ry. LTlpocexréoy yap padtora 


pépes roure, xat rH larpeiay dey 
ee Eweid) yap olua: ocvréBn, 
Tous méynras aueXciocOat mapope- 
pévous td tay lepéwy, of dveceBeis 
Tadtvaio: xaravoncavres, éré 
raurn diravOpwrig’ xal rd yeipioroy 
ray epyev, ia Tov doxotvros Tey ém- 
rndevparoy, éxparuvay. “Qorep oi ra 
wasdia 8:4 rod wXaxovrros éfararéy- 
res, r@ wal dis Kal rpis spotorGat, 
weibovaw drorovbeiy éavrois’ elf, 
érayv drocrncwcs séppwo Tay olxay, 
éuSdddovres els vaty dwedovro’ «al 
yeyovey els Grravra tiv dfs Blow 
wexpoy Td Oday wpos dALyor yAuKv" 
roy aurdy xal avroi rpémov dpEdueros 
dua ris Acyouewns wap’ avrois dyanns 
xal trro8oyns xai Staxovias rpane(er" 
fort yap Sowep rd Epyov, ovre be xat 

pa wap avrois woAv' motos év- 


iryayor els Tv GOedrnra. 
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the exercise of charity by the example of the Christians, and 
their feasts of charity. ‘There is the more reason to be careful 
in this matter,’ says he, ‘ because it is manifestly the neglect of 
this humanity in the priests which has given occasion to the 
impious Galileans (so he commonly styles the Christians) to 
strengthen their party by the practice of that humanity, which 
the others have neglected. For as kidnappers steal away 
children, whom they first allure with a cake, so these begin 
first to work upon honest-hearted Gentiles with their love 
feasts and entertainments and ministering of tables, as they 
call them, till at last they pervert them to atheism and impiety 
against the Gods.’ This is a full vindication of them from all 
those aspersions which the former Heathens had cast upon 
them, and an ample testimony of their usefulness from the 
mouth of an adversary, who saw and envied the progress 
which Christianity made in the world by means of these’ feasts 
of charity, which he was minded to introduce into his own way 
of Heathen-worship, with many other such rites, in imitation 
of the Christian institution. Happy had it been for the 
Christian religion if Christians had never had occasion to 
object more against their own feasts of charity, than Julian, 
their bitterest enemy, could find to object against them! They 
might then have gone on with innocence and glory, and have 
continued an useful and laudable rite to this day. 


CHAP. VIII. 


What preparations the Ancients required as necessary in com- 
municants, to qualify them for a worthy reception. 

1. I cannot better answer this question in general terms, A general 
than by saying, the preparation, which they required as neces- he Gear 
sary in every Christian, was the performance of the conditions tion, by re- 
and obligations which every man laid upon himself in baptism ; the profes- 
the observation of which put a man in a Christian state and Sone made 
the favour of God, and was a continual preparation for death re heteks 
and judgment; and consequently a continual and habitual pre- in 7 baptism, 

repent- 
paration for approaches to God in prayer and holy myste- ance, faith, 
ries, (between which, as to what concerns preparation, the An- 04 boly 
cients made little or no distinction,) since it was a preparation 


that qualified a man for a constant daily or weekly communion, 


494 Qualifications for XV. viii. 


which was proper for those who were to receive the commu- 
nion in a manner every day, according to the rules and prac- 
tice of those primitive ages, as we shall see in the next chapter. 

Now the obligation, which every man laid upon himself in bap- 
tism, as we have shown in the seventh chapter of the eleventh 
Book, was the profession and actual performance of these three 
things: 1. Repentance, or a renunciation of all former sin, toge- 
ther with the author of it, the Devil; 2. Faith, or belief of the 
several articles of the Christian institution or mystery of godli- 
ness; 3. An holy and constant obedience to be paid to the laws 
of this holy religion. In the performance of which sincerely and 
without dissimulation, every man was supposed to be truly qualhi- 
fied for baptism : and what qualified him for baptism, also quali- 
fied him for the communion; of which there is this certain evi- 
dence, that as soon as any man was baptized, he was immediately 
communicated : which could not regularly have been done, but 
upon presumption that he, that was duly qualified for baptism, 
was qualified for the communion also. So that he, that continued 
in the strict observance of all the particulars of his baptismal 
covenant, was presumed to be in a constant habitual preparation 
for the communion every day: and this was that happy state 
of a Christian life, which qualified those primitive saints for 
such frequent reception; when frequency of communion kept 
up a flaming piety and universal holiness in their souls, and 
such a state of continual holiness made them always fit for and 
desirous of frequent communion. For these mutually acted in 
a holy combination, and reciprocally assisted each other: an 
habitual holiness was a constant preparation for the commu- 
nion; and frequent communion was one of the best helps to 
keep them in a continual preparation for it. And to men of 
this character and behaviour there could be no great labour 
needful, besides the constant tenor of a pious life; nor any long 
time necessary to prepare for the Lord’s table, when the whole 
business of their lives was but, as it were, one continued act of 
preparation for it. They lived as men that always expected 
death, yet uncertain of the time, and therefore were in a con- 
tinual preparation for it, which is the best preparation for the 
communion. Their “loins were girded about, and their lamps 
burning ; and they themselves like unto men that waited for 
their Lord, that when he came and knocked, they might open 
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to him immediately.” And to them belonged the blessing of 

Christ, (Luke 12, 37.) “‘ Blessed are those servants, whom the 

Lord when he cometh shall find watching.” It was true of 

them, if ever of any, that Christ came and found them watch- 

ing: and he girded himself, and made them sit down to meat, 

in the spiritual feast, and came forth and served them. 

2. But it may be said, there is no such thing possible as con- What fail- 

stant preparation for the communion: for no man lives with- Ve ar 


: consistent 
out sin to be repented of. “In many things we offend all :” with this 


(James 3,2.) and, “If we say that we have no sin, we deceive our- sweater 
selves, and the truth is not in us.” (1 John 1, 8.) But notwith- of grace, 

: ‘ ‘ and a con- 
standing this supposed difficulty, the Fathers assure us, there tinual pre- 
were anciently many that were in a continual preparation for pipers 
the communion, and did actually communicate every day. For manion. 
those sins, which unqualify men absolutely for the communion, 
are not those lesser sins of human frailty and infirmity, which 
are called sins of daily incursion, without which no man lives; 
but habitual and reigning sins, which men indulge, or such 
single acts of greater sins as are answerable to habits of sin, 
and require a more severe repentance; such as adultery, mur- 
der, and the like, which wound the conscience to an high de- 
gree, and are not ordinarily cured in an instant, but-by a 
longer course of discipline, exacting both greater severities in 
repentance, and a longer time of probation. But those sins of 
human frailty, which the best of men daily commit in some de- 
gree or other, are not of this nature, but are such as are con- 
sistent with the profession of a good Christian, and a state of 
grace, and a continual preparation for the communion; and 
they do not exclude men from God’s favour, so long as men 
labour and strive against them, and mourn for them, as for in- 
firmities, in a general and daily repentance, upon which God is 
willing to pardon them. If it were not so, there could be no 
such thing as preparation for the communion at all: and it 
would not only destroy frequent and daily communion, but 
communion in general; since no man lives without such in- 
firmities ; and if he were not to eommunicate till he had per- 
fectly cured them, he must for ever abstain from communi- 
cating, and never come at the Lord’s table: which were at 
once to destroy the very ordinance itself, by making the quali- 
fication for it impracticable, and rendering it impossible for any 
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man to be perfectly and truly prepared for it. And it is to 
be feared, that some in these later ages, by overstraming the 
point, have done this great disservice to religion, by obliging 
men to such a preparation for the communion as is impracti- 
cable in itself, and frightening tender consciences from the 
holy ordinance, under pretence of greater reverence to it. 
By which means it has sometimes happened, that they, who 
perhaps have been the best prepared to receive it, have by 
needless scruples or terrors been kept at the greatest distance 
from it. 

But the Ancients were extremely cautious of this delusion, 
and carefully taught men to distinguish between such sins as 
lay waste the conscience, and destroy a state of grace, and un- 
qualify men for the communion, and such sins of infirmity and 
human frailty as are consistent with a state of grace, and do 
not unqualify men for constant communion ; being such as are 
done away by a general repentance, and daily prayer for 
pardon and forgiveness. This doctrine and distinction of sins 
is often inculcated by St. Austin and others. It will be suffi- 
cient to hear their sense, in St. Austin’s words', upon the 


1 De Symbolo, (t. 6. p. 584 g.) 
Cum baptizati fueritis, tenete vitam 
bonam in preceptis Dei: ut baptis- 
mum custodiatis usque in finem. 


non ducitur, quotidiana oratio fide- 
lium satisfacit.—Serm.119.deTemp. 
(al. Serm. 213.] (t.5. p. 942d.) Sed 
quoniam victurl sumue in isto se- 


Non vobis dico, quia sine peccato 
hic vivetis: sed sunt venialia, sine 
quibus vita ista non est. Propter 
omnia peccata baptismus inventus 
est : propter levia, sine quibus esse 
non possumus, oratio inventa. Quid 
habet oratio? Dimitte nobis debita 
nostra, sicut et nos dimittimus debi- 
toribus nostris. Semel abluimur 
baptismate; quotidie abluimur ora- 
tione. Sed nolite illa committere, 
pro quibus necesse est, ely Pia 
corpore separemini: quod absit a 
vobis. [lh enim, quos vides agere 
peenitentiam, scelera commiserunt, 
aut adulteria, aut aliqua facta im- 
mania: inde agunt poonitentiam. 
Nam si levia peccata ipsorum es- 
sent, ad hec quotidiana oratio de- 
lenda sufficeret.— Enchirid. adv. 
Laurent. c. 71. (t. 6. p. 223 b.) De 
quotidianis autem brevibus levibus- 
que peccatis, sine quibus hec vita 


culo, ubi quis non vivit sine pec- 
cato, ideo remissio peccatorum non 
est in sola ablutione sacri baptisma- 
tis, sed etiam in oratione Dominica 
et quotidiana, quam post octo dies 
accepturi estis.— Ep. oie 265-1 
ad Geloucian. (t. 2. p. oy 
etiam peenitentia bonorum et 
lium fidelium pene quotidiana, in 
qua pectora tundimus, dicentes, Di- 
mitte nobie debita nostra, sicui et 
nos dimittimus debitoribus nostris. 
Neque enim ea nobis dimitti vola- 
mus, que dimissa non dubitamus 
in baptismo ; sed illa utique, que 
humane fragilitati, quamvis parva, 
tamen crebra subrepunt.—Hom. 27. 
ex 50. [al. Serm. 352. ¢. 2.] (t. 5. 
p- 1369 d.) Et ubi illam ostendimus 
saga eee quotidianam? Non ha- 
ubi melius ostendam, quam in 
oratione quotidiana, ubi Dominus 
orare nos docuit, quid ad Patrem 
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article of remission of sins in the Creed: where, speaking to 
the catechumens, he tells them, ‘ When they had received bap- 
tism, they should be careful to preserve a good life in the com- 
mands of God, that they might keep their baptism to the end. 
I do not say that ye should live here without sin: but there 
are some venial sins without which we cannot live in this life. 
Baptism is appointed for all sins, great and small: but for 
lesser sins, without which we cannot live, prayer is appointed. 
What says the prayer? “ Forgive us our trespasses, as we for- 
give them that trespass against us.” We are once cleansed by 
baptism, we are every day cleansed by prayer. But do not 
commit those things for which it will be necessary for you to 
be separated from the body of Christ; which God forbid. For 
those whom ye see doing penance have committed great crimes, 
either adultery or some other grievous sins, for which they do 
penance. For if their transgressions had been light, the daily 
prayer had been sufficient to blot them out.’ By this we may 
judge that sins of infirmity, to which all men are liable, and 
which were pardoned by their daily prayers, were reckoned no 


a worthy reception. 


dicamus ostendit, et in his verbis 
posuit, Dimitte nobis debita nostra, 
sicut et nos dimittimus debitoribus 
nostris. Que debita, fratres? Quan- 
do quidem debita hic intelligi non 
unt, nisi peccata; que debita 
imisit in baptismo, iterum, ut di- 
mittat, oramus ?—In Ioan. Tract. 12. 
B. 47. (t. 3. part. 2. p. 390 c.) In 
ectione ejus et in misericordia ejus 
scil. rataeel| qui ambulat, etiam li- 
tus ab illis lethalibus et grandi- 
bus peccatis, qualia sunt facinora, 
homicidia, furta, adulteria, propter 


proof, though they did not bring 
men under public penance: such as 
anger and evil speaking. 3. Sins 
of human frailty and daily incur- 
sion, for which the daily prayer was 
the daily medicine. This triple dis- 
tinction of sins is the most exact of 


illa, quee minuta videntur esse, pec- 
cata |i , aut cogitationum, aut 
immoderationis in rebus concessis, 
facit veritatem confeasionis, et venit 
ad lucem in operibus bonis: quo- 
niam minuta plura peccata, si negli- 

ntur, occidunt.—See Serm. 3. in 

s. 118. (t. 4. p. 1282.) throughout ; 
but especially his Book de Fide et 
Operibus, ch. 26. (t. 6. p. 191 ¢, d.) 
where he distinguishes three sorts of 
sins. 1. Such great sins for which 
men did public penance. 2. Such 
great sins as deserved to be cor- 
rected and punished with severe re- 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


Item nisi essent queedam non ea hu- 
militate poenitentis: sananda, qualis 
in ecclesia datur eis, qui proprie 
peenitentes vocantur, sed quibusdam 
correptionum medicamentis, non di- 
ceret ipse Dominus, Corripe eum in- 
ter te et ipsum solum, et si te auds- 
ertt, lucratus es fratrem tuum. -Post- 
remo nisi essent quedam, sine qui- 


‘ bus heec vita non agitur, non quoti- 


dianam medelam poneret in oratione 
quam docuit, ut dicamus, Dimiite 
nobis debita nostra, sicut ef nos di- 
miltimus debitoribus nostris. 


Kk 
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formal breaches of the baptismal covenant, nor consequently 
any just impediments to debar any man from receiving the 
communion every day; (since none, except the Pelagians, 
thought it possible for men to live in such angelical perfection 
as to be above all manner of failings in this mortal state of 
human frailty :) and therefore they did not require of men, in 
order to communicate, such a perfection as human nature was 
not capable of attaining. 

3. Yet forasmuch as lesser sins, even of infirmity, are trans- 
gressions of the law, and the remainders of corruption in our 
nature, and in strictness deserve punishment, if God should be 
extreme to enter into judgment with us for them; nay, and if 
they be indulged and neglected, may commence greater and 
deadly sins of wilfulness and contempt; therefore upon this 
account they advised that men should not only ask pardon 
daily for them, and confess them with humiliation, and deplore 
them with sorrow; but also strive and labour against them 
with care, and diligence, and a perpetual watchfulness, and 
pray against them, and yield no consent to them, but have 
their wills continually bent against them, and hunger and thirst 
after the perfection of righteousness, and desire to be filled 
therewith when they came to the Lord’s table. For, as Gre- 
gory the Great? expresses it, ‘ None are filled but those that 
hunger; who fast perfectly from sin, and receive the holy 
sacrament with a plenitude of virtue. Therefore, seeing the 
best of men cannot be wholly without sin, what remains but 
that they should endeavour daily to evacuate and purge them- 
selves from those sins with which human frailty never ceases to 


2L. 2. in Reg. c. 1. t. 1. p. 189. diu carnem portat, nisi habere vel 
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(t. 3. part. 2. p. 59 e. £.) Non satu- 
rantur ergo uisi famelici: qui a vi- 
tiis perfecte jejunantes divina sacra- 
menta percipiunt in plenitudine vir- 
tutis. Et quia sine peccato electi 
etiam viri esse non poesunt, quid 
restat, nisi ut a peccatis, quibus eos 
humana fragilitas maculare non de- 


sinit, evacuare quotidie conentur?’ 


&e— Cf. Augustin. in 1 Ioan. Tract. 
I. (t. 3. part. 2. p.830 b.) Non tan- 
tum preterita [scil? delictaj, sed et 
si qua forte contraximus ex hac 
vita: quia non potest homo, quam- 


levia peccata. Sed ista levia, que 
dicimus, noli contemnere. Si con- 
temnis, quando appendis; expa- 
vesce, quando numeras. Levia mul- 
ta faciunt unum grande. ... Et quee 
spes est? Ante omnia confessio; ne 
quisquam se justum putet.... Hu- 
militas pertinet ad confessionem, 
qua confitemur nos peccatores esse. 
...- Da operam tu ne pecces: si de 
infirmitate vite subrepserit eer 
tum, continuo vide, continuo displi- 
ceat, continuo damna, &c. 
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defile them? For he that does not daily draw off the dregs of 
sin, though they be but little sins which he amasses together, 
they will by degrees fill his soul, and deprive him of the benefit 
of internal satisfaction.’ In like manner Gennadius® persuades 
those who are guilty of no gross sins, but only of these lesser 
sins of infirmity, to communicate every Lord’s-day, or oftener 
if they please; only with this caution, ‘ that their mind be free 
from all affection and love to such sins: for he that still retains 
a willingness to commit them, will find himself more oppressed 
than purified by receiving the eucharist. And therefore let 
such a one, when he is smitten or bitten in mind for his sin, 
cherish no will or inclination to his sin for the future; and be- 
fore he communicates, let him satisfy with prayers and tears ; 
and so confiding in the mercy of the Lord, who uses to pardon 
sins upon a pious confession, let him come to the eucharist in 
security and without doubting. But this I speak only of him 
who is not pressed with capital and deadly sins.’ 

4. ‘ But,’ says he‘, ‘if any man is pressed with the commis- What 
sion of mortal sins after baptism, I advise such an one to make justified. 
satisfaction or amends by public repentance, and to be recon- men sbso- 
ciled to communion by the judgment of the bishop or priest, if rage lal 
he would not receive the eucharist to his own judgment and non, _— 
condemnation.’ This he speaks of such heinous offences as of repent- 
were direct violations of the baptismal covenant, upon the saqaed 
account of which men were then by the usual discipline of the for them. 
Church debarred from communion and prayers, till they had 
for a long time gone through the several stages of public 
penance, and given such evident testimonies of their abhor- 


a worthy reception. 


3 De Eccles. D 
juxt. Ed. Bened. 
8. append. p. 78 c.) Quotidie eucha- 
ristis communionem percipere nec 
laudo, nec vitupero. Omnibus ta- 
men Dominicis diebus communi- 
candum suadeo et hortor, ei tamen 
mens sine (in, MSS.] affectu pec- 
candi sit: nam habentem adhuc vo- 
luntatem peccandi gravari magis 


. C. 53. (c. 23. 
per. Augustin. t. 


. dico eucharistiz perceptione, quam 


purificari. Et ideo, quamvis quis 

ccato mordeatur, peccandi non 
abeat de csetero voluntatem; et 
communicaturus satisfaciat lacrimis 


et orationibus; et confidens de Do- 
mini miseratione, qui peccata pise 
confessioni donare consuevit, acce- 
dat ad eucharistiam intrepidus et 
securus. Sed hoc de illo dico, quem 
capitalia et mortalia peccata non 


gravant. 

4 [Ibid. (d.) Nam quem mortalia 
crimina post baptismum commissa 
premunt, hortor prius ee 
nitentia satisfacere et ita sacerdotis 
judicio reconciliatum communion) 
reconciliari, si vult non ad judicium 
et condemnationem sui eucharistiam 
percipere. Ep.] 
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rence of sin and sincere conversion, as were requisite and 
proper to satisfy the Church that they were real and hearty 
penitents. In which state of probation they were held a year, 
or two, or three, or five, or ten, or twenty, according to the 
nature and quality of their offence; and sometimes all their 
lives, if their crime was extremely great and scandalous, when 
they were allowed communion only at the hour of death. And 
during this course of discipline they were obliged constantly to 
attend the church, to hear the Scriptures read and the sermon 
preached for their instruction; and to exercise themselves im 
prayers, and confession, and tears, and watchings, and fastings, 
and almsdeeds, and good works, and whatever was proper to 
demonstrate that they were acting a sincere part, and not 
playing the hypocrite in the business of repentance. Then, 
according to their zeal and earnestness in such employments, a 
judgment was made upon their sincerity ; and the time of their 
penance was lengthenéd or shortened according to the measures 
of their activity, and when they were deemed perfectly to have 
amended their lives and become new men, answerable to the 
tenour of their first covenant, then they were reconciled and 
absolved, and admitted again to the privilege of the communion, 
This was the standing rule of the Church with respect to those 
who had committed gross and scandalous crimes, for which 
they were cut off from the body as putrified members, and 
kept at a distance from the prayers of the Church, and the 
communion of the faithful at the Lord’s table. 
Scandalous 5. I need not stand here to enumerate’ all the particular 
and notori- crimes that were deemed breaches of the baptismal covenant, 
not to be and unqualified men for the communion. Some account has 
aaa © been given already ‘ of them in showing what persons might 
cate, with- or might not make their oblations at the altar; for they who 
nh rod might not offer might much less communicate ; and this matter 
evidences will come to be considered more exactly in the next volume, 
pentance, When we treat of the Discipline of the Church. Here I shall 
only observe in general, that the rules of the Church laid an 
obligation upon all ministers of the altar to refuse the commu- 
- nion to all such notorious offenders as were declared incapable | 
and unworthy of it by the standing laws of communion, then 
well known to all in the Church: and that an over-hasty ad- 


4 See before, ch. 2. 8. 2. p. 234, preceding. 
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mittance of such criminals, without sufficient time of probation 
and satisfactory evidence of their sincere conversion, was always 
reckoned a great transgression and failure in the exercise of 
the ministerial function. It will be sufficient at present to give 
two or three plain evidences of this out of Chrysostom and 
some others. 

‘Let no cruel person,’ says Chrysostom 5, ‘no unmerciful, no 
impure soul, come near this table. I speak this as well to you 
that receive the eucharist, as to you that minister. For it is 
necessary to say this to you that minister, that ye may dis- 
tribute the gifts with great care. There is no small punish- 
ment hangs over your head, if ye give the eucharist knowingly 
to any flagitious man. His blood shall be required at your 
hands. Though it be a general, though it be a consul, though 
it be him that wears the crown, if he comes unworthily, restrain 


5 Hom. 83. in Matth. p. 7og. (t. 
7. p. 789 b.) Mndets drdvOpwmos 
spocira, pndels ads xal dveAqjs, 
pndeis axdfapros’ ratra mpos tpas 
Tous peradayuBdvovras Neyo, kal mpds 
tuas rovs Ssaxovoupévous’ Kal ydp 
dvayxaioy kai mpos byas Sade, Oyvat, 
Sore pera wodAns ris omovdns d:a- 
vépeww ravra [ravri Sav.] rd dédpa. 
mr ag xédaats Ui» doriv, el cur 


addres revi rovnpiay ovyxwpn 
peracyelv ravrns ris pL hart rd 
alua avrov éx Tov xeipow éx(nTnOn- 
cera: Tey tperépwv. Kay orpariyos 
ris 3, xdy tmapyxos, cay abrés 6 rd 
Siddnpa mepixeluevos, avafins de 
mpocein, xaAvcoy’ pei{ova éxelvouv 
rny éfovciay tyes. [20 dé ef perv 
myn vdaros évexetpiocOns puddrrew 
wowuvig xabapay’ elra eldes mpdBaroy 
moldy én rov yet pépov roy 
Bopoy, ovx elacas emixuyra 
ak ral Oodadcas rd peiOpor’ vuvi dé 
oby vdaros, GAAG aivaros Kal mvevpa- 
ros yy €ykexetpiopévos, Kal dpay 
rous (al. yns cai] BopBdpov xadera- 
tépay dyapriay éxovrds [rivas] xal 
wpootéyras, ovx ayavaxteis ovdée d- 
weipyes. Kal riva dy cyoins 
yrauny ; Aid rovro ipas é Ocds éri- 
poe TaUTHY Ty TYysny, iva Td roavTa 
Staxpisyre’ rovro Unay 7 afia, rovro 
9 aodadea, rovro 6 orédayos dras’ 
oby tya Nevxdy xtrovioxoy xat ano- 


orABovra mepcBaddAdpevor wepeinre. | 
Kal 1déev oi8a, nai, rv Seiva [Kat 
rv deiva Ben. and Sav.]; ov sep 
TOY ayvooupevoy, GAAd epi Tay 
yveplpov Neyo. Etro rs ppixwdéore- 
pov’ ovx ovra yaderdy rovs évepyou- 
pevous évdoy elvat, ws rovrous, ods 
noi 6 HavAos rov Xpiordy xarana- 
roa, xal ro alna ris diabhnens Kowwov 
rryeto Oat, kai rou mvevparos THY xdpiv 
évuBpica:’ Satpovavros yap xeipoy, 6 
Hpaprnxes xal mpooidy’ ol pew yap, 
érreid1) Satpoveow, ov xoda{ovrai’ ot- 
rot 8€, Gray avatios spociway, dba- 

i iSovrat ripwpig. My rol- 
ih fica €Aatvapey pdvov, ddAd\d 
wayras anhés, obs dy Dopey avatios 
mpoowdvras.—In Ps. 49. p. 303. (t. 
5. p. 236 ec.) *A» roivuy i8ys riya 
TOY peTa TOU ayedalopevaw sropyeu- 
ovra, xai pvornpios mpocepydpe- 
voy, elré rq Si:axovoupev tH rov- 
rev Stavoun’ ‘O Seiva avdfios ror 
pvotnpiov, xkdAvcov tas BeBnAovs 

eipas. El pyde Scnyeicba ra 
dicnibaare wos, éwvénagov, of mpo- 
Bnoerat ra ris KoN\dcews ave, Sray 
wal rns lepas darryrat rpamre(ns, ovx 
atrg d€ udvov, dAAd nal Te oveKid- 
(orvrs. [Conf. Hom. 24. de Bapt. 
Christ. t. 1. p. 316. (t. 1. p. 372d, e, 
f.) "Edec pew ovy, dos xat rodAdaus EpOny 
elnay, x. Tt. X. Ep. 
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him: thou hast greater power than he.... But you will say, 
how shall I know what such or such an one is? I speak not 
of those that are unknown, but of those that are known. I 
will say a fearful word : it is not so bad to admit energumens, 
or persons possessed with a devil, to this holy place, as those 
men who, as St. Paul says, “tread Christ under foot, and 
count the blood of the covenant an unholy thing, and do despite 
to the Spirit of grace.” Let us not therefore cast out de- 
moniacs only, but all such as come unworthily to be partakers 
of this table.’ 

It is a remarkable saying of St. Ambrose © upon this occa- 
sion: ‘Some men desire to be admitted to penance only for 
this reason, that they may presently receive the communion 
again: these men do not so much desire to be absolved them- 
selves, as to bind the priest: for they do not put off their own 
evil conscience.’ Such a rash act in a priest, in receiving a 
notorious criminal without any clear evidences and fruits of 
repentance, puts him in the sinner’s condition, and makes him 
a criminal before God for the abuse of the authority committed 
to him. Therefore, as the Novatians were generally con- 
demned for being too rigorous in denying the communion for 
ever to all such as fell into great sins after baptism: so, on the 
other hand, the Audian heretics are censured for being too 
hasty 7, in assuming authority to pardon sins by their own 
power, and granting remission upon a bare confession, without 
prescribing a time for repentance, as the laws of the Church 
always required. 

Cyprian gives as severe a reproof to such of the clergy as 
were over-hasty in admitting those that had lapsed into 
idolatry in time of persecution, before they had gone through 
a due course of penance, and had taken time to bewail and 
confess their sin, and give sufficient evidences of their repent- 


6 De Penitent. 1. 2. c. 9. (t.2.p. 7 Vid. Theodoret. Heeret. Fab. 1.4. 
434 f. n. 87.) Nonnulli ideo pos- c. 13. (t. 4. part. 1. p. 365.) Kedev- 
cunt pcenitentiam, ut etatim sibi ovcs xal ra wAnpupeAnOévra duodoye 
reddi communionem velint. Hinon elra rois duodoynxdaw Sapotvra 
tam se solvere cupiunt, quam sacer- doeow ov  Xesrey Spt{dpevos els pe- 
dotem ligare: suam enim conscien- rdyoway, raba xedevovow of ris éx- 
tiam culpa non exuunt, etsacerdotes sAngias becpol, ddd’ éfovelg motov- 
induunt, cui preceptum est: Nokte jevos ry cvyxdpnow. , 
sanctum dare cantbus, &c. 
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ance. ‘Whereas sinners,’ says he ®, ‘for much lesser crimes 
take a just time to do penance, and according to the order of 
discipline come to confession, and by imposition of hands given 
them by the bishop and clergy receive a right to communicate: 
now they are very hastily and unseasonably admitted to com- 
munion, and their name is offered; and before they have done 
penance, before they have made their confession, before they 
have received the imposition of hands, the eucharist is given 
them, although it be said, that whosoever eats the bread and 
drinks the cup of the Lord unworthily, is guilty of the body 
and blood of the Lord.’ The martyrs, who lay in prison, 
were a little concerned in this irregularity: for they were 
used to intercede for such criminals, to gain them admission 
before their time: and therefore he wrote another Letter to 
the Martyrs °, to show them the danger and inconveniences 
of such precipitated communicating of sinners, and to dissuade 
them from such unseasonable interposing in their behalf, be- 
fore they had done their regular penance. And he also wrote 
a long Discourse to the Lapsers themselves !°, wherein he 
more largely sets forth the fallacy, that was put upon them by 
this too indulgent facility in granting them such a preposterous 


‘peace, which did not really give them peace, but destroy it; 


nor grant them true communion, but hinder their salvation. 
By all which, and abundance more, that might be added upon 
this head, it is evident, that, to reconcile a sinner to the altar, 
after the commission of any heinous and public crimes, they 
required him to go through a long course of penance publicly 
in the church, in order to give clear satisfaction and demon- 
stration by manifest. works and fruits of repentance, that he 
was a real convert, and worthy of the communion which he 
desired : and to admit him before, was only to impose upon the 





8 Ep. ro. [al. 16.]} ad Cler. p. 37. 
(p. 195.) Nam cum in minoribus 
peccatis agant peccatores pceniten- 
tiam justo tempore, et secundum 
discipline ordinem ad exomologesin 
veniant, et per manus impositionem 
episcopi et cleri jus communicationis 
accipiant: nunc crndo tempore... 
ad communicationem admittuntur, 
et offertur nomen eorum, et, nondum 
peenitentia acta, nondum exomolo- 


gesi facta, nondum manu eis ab 
episcopo et clero imposita, eucha- 
ristia illis datur, &c.; cum scriptum 
sit, Qus ederit panem aut biberit ca- 
licem Domini tndigne, reus erit cor- 


is et sanguinis Domint. 


poris 
9 Ep. 11. [al. 15.] p. 34. (pp. 


192. seqq.) 
10 De Lapsis, pp. 128, seqq. (pp. 
87, 8eqq.-) 
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sinner, and incur the displeasure of God by prostituting his 
ordinance, and suffering the vile to tread under foot the Son 
of God. 

But beside these heinous sins, which put men under the 
public censures of the Church, there were also many other 
crimes of an heinous nature, which unqualified men for worthy 
receiving, though they did not ordinarily bring them to a state 
of public penance, either because men could not be so directly 
and formally convicted of them, or because they did not seem 
to carry so great malignity and contempt of God in them as 
the former. Among these St. Austin '! reckons anger and evil 
speaking; and others add rash swearing, breach of promise, 
lying, covetousness, drunkenness, and sins of the like nature. 
Now, though these did not ordinarily subject men to public 
penance, yet they were confessed on all hands to be grievous 
and deadly sins, and such as men should not presume to come 
with, unrepented of, to the Lord’s table. And therefore 
though the Ancients did not forcibly repel such sinners from 
communicating, yet they never failed to stave them off by ad- 
monitions and reproofs, declaiming sharply against all such 
vices, and showing men the danger of them as well as those of 
the highest nature. 

Whether 6. This was their constant way of proceeding with great and 
el a heinous sinners, when their crimes were public, notorious, and 
ession of scandalous, in order to qualify them for a worthy participation 
priate m8 of the eucharist, after any manifest breach or violation of their 
priest ass baptismal covenant. As to private crimes, they laid no ne- 
qualifies, cessity upon the conscience of men, to make either public or 
tion for the private confession of them to any beside God, to qualify them 
nion. for the communion. They sometimes advised men to public 
confession for private crimes, and many times men voluntarily 
confessed their private crimes, and submitted to do public 
penance for them, as thinking this the securest way to obtain 
perfect forgiveness of God; and in some places a public 


1! De Fid. et Oper. c. 26. (t.6. hee vita non agitur, viz. Item ni- 
. tgt d.) [The reference is not si essent quedam non ea humilitate 
Riatinct ; ut the Author seems to posnitentiz sananda, qualis in ec- 
allude to St. Austin’s remarks on clesia datur, &c. See before, s. 2, the 
a middle class of sins between the last part of n.1, preceding. Ep.] 
peccata gravia and those sine quibus 
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minister, called the penitentiary, was appointed to hear men’s 
confessions, and direct them in their public or private re- 
pentance. But, as yet, no indispensable obligation was laid 
upon men to make confession of their private crimes, aS 8 
necessary condition of communion: much less did they enjoin 
men auricular confession, in order to obtain private absolution 
of a priest, and do penance afterward, without giving at 
present any evident demonstrations of repentance. Their 
private confessions were all voluntary, and these chiefly in 
order to public penance: but whether for public or private 
penance, the confession of private sins was a matter of advice 
and prudence and free choice, and not forced upon men by any 
laws of necessity or indispensable obligation. I shall have 
further occasion to handle this matter more fully in the next 
Book, about the Discipline of the Church: and therefore I 
will only mention @ passage or two here, that relate to men’s 
preparation for the communion. 

- Chrysostom !2, explaining those words of the Apostle, [1 Cor. 
11, 28.] “ Let a man examine himself, and so let him eat of 
that bread, and drink of that cup,” says, ‘He does not bid one 
man examine another, but every one himself; making the 
judgment private, and the trial without witnesses.’ And 
again !3, expounding the very same words, ‘ The Apostle,’ says 
he, ‘ does not reveal or lay open the sore, he does not bring 
the accusation upon the open stage, he does not set witnesses 
of thy crimes against thee: but bids thee, within thy own con- 
science, none being present but God, who knows all things, to 
set up a Judgment and search after thy sins; and, recounting 
thy whole life, to bring thy sins to the bar of thy own mind; 
to reform thy excesses, and so with a pure conscience to come 
to the sacred table, and partake of the holy sacrifice.’ And it 


12 Hom. 28. in 1 Cor. » P- 569. (t. pdrov’ dor dv rp cuverdéri, underds 
10. p. ga €.) siege Otx érepoy érép@e sapévros s\n TOU wayra Spavros 
xedever oxipdoas, | at atréy daurdy, Oecd, rood ry xpiow, cal réy npap- 

adnpoclevrov Toy = dixnacrnpioy, Tpeveay my é£éracw, xa rayra roy 
dudprupor roy €X Bio hast 2 pevos ims Tov vou rd 


om. 8. de ron ifonk: uxt. Kpirnptoy ra apaprypara’ didp- 
Ed. Bened. 6. juxt. Ed. Savil. * box lov rd wAnupeAnpata, Kal ovrw perd 


de Jejun. ger Ce 2. p. 326 b. Ove kabapov rov avveddros 176 lepas drrov 
rile ar @Axos" obk i not- rpane(ns, xal ris aylas pérerye Ov- 

voy reas yoy Ty Karryoplay’ ob alas. 

wepiéotnge paprupas Tey gua 
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is remarkable, that under Nectarius, St. Chrysostom’s prede- 
cessor, a law was made upon occasion of a scandal that was 
given by the confession of a gentlewoman, defiled by a deacon 
at Constantinople, ‘that the office of the penitentiary priest, 
which had been for some time in that Church, should be laid 
aside ; and that liberty should be given to every one, upon the 
private examination of his own conscience, to partake of the 
holy mysteries.’ Which evidently shows, that they did not 
then believe there was any divine law for the necessity of au- 
ricular confession, but that it was a matter of liberty and pru- 
dence only. Socrates '4, who relates the whole story, says he 
had it from the mouth of Eudsmon, the presbyter, who gave 
Nectarius this advice ; and Sozomen?* adds, that the bishops of 
most other Churches followed Nectarius’s example. 

In the Latin Church, it appears also from Gennadius’®, that 
the general rule for great crimes of a public nature was, to do 
public penance in the church: but for private crimes no other 
was necessarily required but private satisfaction by a change of 
life from secular to religious, by continual mourning to implore 
God’s mercy, by doing things contrary to those whereof the 
sinner repents, and by receiving the eucharist every Lord’s- 
day to the end of his life. And Laurentius!’, bishop of No- 
varia, speaking of repentance, says, ‘After baptism God hath 
appointed thee a remedy within thyself: he hath put remission 
in thy own power, that thou needest not to seek a priest when 
necessity requires; but thou thyself now, as a skilful master 


14 L. 5. c.19. (Vv. 2. p. 287.12.)... megamus, sed mutato prius secu- 


EvSaipoy ris ris éexxAnoias xpecBu- 
repos... yrduny r@ émioxdry Bidwor 
Nexrapig, mepsedew peév roy emi ris 
peravoias mpecBtrepoy’ ovyyapioa 
8€ exacroy ro die ovveddri ray pu- 
ornpioy peréxew.—See the whole 
story afterwards, b. 18. ch. 3. 8. 12. 

18 L.7. ¢. 16. (ibid. p. 299. 16.) 
’Ev roure d¢, roy eri rey peravoouvrey 
reraypevoy mpeoBurepoy ovxérs cuve- 
xopnoey eivat mparos Nexrdpwos, 6 
Thy éxxcAnciay KovoraytiwoundAews 
émirpomevav' émnxodovOncay 8¢ cxe- 
8dy of wavraxot ericxoros. : 

16 De Dogmat. Eccles. c.53.(c.23. 
juxt. Ed. Bened. Oper. Augustin. t.8. 
append. p.78 d.) Sed et secreta satis- 
factione solvi mortalia crimina non 


lari habitu, et confesso religionis stu- 
dio per vite correctionem, et jugi, 
immo perpetuo luctu miserante Deo, 
ita duntaxat, ut contraria pro iis, 
quee poenitet, agat, et eucharistiam 
omnibus Dominicis diebus supplex 
et submissus usque ad mortem sus- 
cipiat. 

17 Hom. 1. de Poenitent. (ap. Bibl. 
Patr. Paris. 1624. t. 2. p. 129. b. 6.) 
Post baptisma remedium tuum in 
teipso statuit, remissionem in arbi- 
trio tuo posuit, ut non queras sa- 
cerdotem, cum necessitas flagitave- 
rit: sed ipse jam, ac si scitus per- 
spicuusque magister, errorem tuum 
intra te emendes, et peccatum tuum 
peenitudine abluas. 
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always at hand, mayest correct thy own error within thyself, 
and wash away thy sin by repentance.’ 
It were easy to add abundance more testimonies, both out of 
the Greek and Latin writers, but these are sufficient at present 
to show that they did not require private confession, as any 
necessary part of that preparation, which men were obliged to 
make for the purging of private sins before they came to the 
Lord’s table: but their direction was the Apostle’s rule, ‘‘ Let 
@ man examine himself, and so let him eat of that bread and 
drink of that cup.” 
7. Yet they did not hereby. discharge men of all obligation That pre- 
to cleanse themselves from sin, but carefully pressed upon the Pararen 


conscience the necessity of universal purity, when they came to incoming 

feast upon the body and blood of Christ at his table: “ Let a ereioratel 

man examine himself: for he that eateth and drinketh unwor- ‘ain erase 0 

thily, is guilty of the body and blood of the Lord, and eateth in sanctity 

and drinketh damnation to himself, not discerning the Lord’s aed 

body.” [1 Cor. 11, 28 and 29.] 
There were some so vain as to think, that a formal appear- 

ing at the Lord’s table at some certain holy and solemn seasons 

was all the preparation that was needful : as if the circumstance 

of time added any real qualification to their souls. Against 

theese men’s extravagance St. Chrysostom!’ inveighs with the 


greatest sharpness. ‘I observe many,’ says he, ‘who are par- 


@ worthy reception. 


18 Hom. 3. in Eph. p. 1050. (t. Il. 
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mapaoTnon T? Anpwars rou Xptorov, 
puapais xepat kat yeiNecs KaTaToAyioy 
abrov rou odparos; xal Bacwéa perv 
ovx Ay doo xaragudnoa, ddwddéros 
gov ee ordparos, rov 8€¢ ee 
Tov ovpavot Wu patty ea 06a - 
dvig ; Cope ro ask ort. Elsré 
pot, dy €dato xepaiy dvirrois 7] 
Ovolg mpocedbeiv; obx Fya ye oipat. 
"AAA ebéhois dy pnde Shas mpoced- 
Geiv, 4) p purapais epoiy ; elra, év re 
pAKP@ ovT@S by evAaBns, Wuxyny Exo 
pumapdy RpOoEPXT, cal dare TOA 
$3 kal ros tm pey TOY yetpey mpos 
aa KaTEXeTat, els 8€ Kelme Hs 
xAnpos dyaNverat. ir d¢, ov 0a ra 
OKEeUn ovro mepix uféueva ; 
doh wovTa; ToUT@y eabaper épas s 
npiv elvar dei ras Yuxds, rovrev ayt- 
wrépas kal Aaynporépas. Té 8nrore ; 
ore éxeiva oe juas rowaira ylveras: 
éxeiva ob peréyet TOU évdvros, OUK ai- 
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takers of the Lord’s body inconsiderately, and at all adven- 
tures, more out of custom than by any rule, or reason, and un- 
derstanding. If the holy time of Lent comes, or the day of 
Christ's Epiphany, or Nativity, then they partake of the holy 
mysteries, whatever condition they are in. But Epiphany is 
not the time of approaching : neither does Lent make men wor- 
thy to come, but the sincerity and purity of their souls. 
With this come at all times; without it never come. Consider 
those who were partakers of the sacrifices under the Old 
Law; what abstinence did they use? what did they not do? 
what did they not perform, to purify themselves in every re- 
spect? And dost thou, when thou comest to the sacrifice, at 
which the angels are even amazed and tremble, measure the 
business by the revolution and periods of certain times and 
seasons’ How wilt thou stand before the tribunal of Christ, 
who darest to touch his body with polluted hands and lips? 
Thou wouldst not presume to kiss the king with a stinking 
mouth: and dost thou kiss the King of Heaven with a stink- 
ing soul? That is the highest affront that can really be offered 
to him. Tell me, wouldst thou choose to come to the sacrifice 
with unwashen hands? I suppose not, but wouldst rather not 
come at all, than with unclean hands. Since therefore thou 
art so scrupulous and religious in a small matter, how darest 
thou to come and touch the sacrifice with a polluted soul? 
When as thy hands only hold it for a time, but thy soul 
has‘it wholly dissolved into it. ... At other times ye come not to 
it, though ye be clean; but at Easter ye come, although ye 
be defiled with sm. Oh custom! Oh prejudice!’ Thus St. 
Chrysostom reproves those who contented themselves with an 
outside, formal preparation, to comply with the genéral custom 
of receiving at some of the holy festivals; which was a mere 
corporeal purification, like the Pharisaical righteousness: for 
“they made clean the outside of the cup and platter, whilst 
their inward part was full of corruption and all uncleanness.” 
In another place’? he thus opposes this fantastical prepara- 
cOdverar’ nyeis 8¢; vai viv de, pu- yerbe, ev 8¢ rq Ldoya, cay 7 Tt Te- 
whan tag Bee cae eee se 
srohdiy Som Foo 8 Al PC m9 Hoi. 41. de Philogon. t.1. p. 


padiav.] "Ev pev rots d\dots xatpois, 402. (t.1. p.499 d.) Nu» d¢ els ro- 
ovdé xaBapol moAAdxts Syres Mpocvep- coviro avoias Kal Karappowncens roA- 
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tion, and describes the true preparation of the soul, by the 


purity of a man’s conscience, and a sanctified life. 


Aol ray MOoTSY éAn\dxaow* os Kal 
puplov yéporres Kaxoy, Kai pndepiay xnv 
ws davray emipéRetay MOLOUPEVOL, 
anos, cal os Eruxer, é éy Tais éoprais 
TH Tparé(y raury ™powépxovrat, ovK 
elbéres, Gre Ratpos Kotvevias ovx éopr) 
kat mavnyupis’ GAA ouverdds xaba- 
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vos’ kai xaOgrep Tov obey daur@ cuv- 
eBdra paihoy xa é Exdorqy | dei | Tpooe- 
évat THY Huépay* oure Toy éy dpapri)- 
pact MpoxaretAnupevoy, xal Bi) pera- 
yoowvra, ov8e € ev éo f Tpoorevat dopa- 
Ags. OU yap 87 ro dra€é rod enavrov 
mpooehGeiv aradhdrret Tey €yrAnpd 
Toy nas, dy avatios mpocieper, dan” 
avré 8) rovro pe(dvas karadixa(et’ 
Gri, drat mpootorres, ov8é rére xaba- 
pis mporiepey. Aud rovro mapaxahé 
wayras tas, pe) andes ba ry ris 
doprijs dvayany trav Oeiwy dnrecOau 
puornpiov’ GAN’ ef more péddovres 
rhs aylas TavTys pebelew mporgopas, 
spo mole 7, npepiv éavrovs 8caxaBai- 
pew dia peravoias, xat exis xal €de- 
npooums, kal ris Trept Tra wvevparixa 
oXonijs" Kal pi) mdAwy "Dane fueron 
Karamep kvwy émi tov WBioy eperoy 
Tlé&s yap obx dromoy rey pev vopart- 
Kay TooauTny rroveio Bat THY erripé Aer 
ay, Sore, éoprs Tpoayovrns, m™po 
toy Huepar Kar ludriov éx ray Kt- 
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nal rpamé(n Baypireorépg KexpijoGas, 
kai moAXovs mavrobev mpogenwwoeiy 
wopous, Tavtl rpérp paspuvery é éav- 
roy xal Kad deomigety THs be Wuxis 
nuednperns, purdons, auyxpoons, Ae- 
pe Stapberpopevns, axabaprov pevov- 
ons, p7Séva sroretoOat Adyoy’ GANA ro 
prey capa xadhoiCovra elod ww éy- 
rav@a’ éxeivny Be yopriy kai aoxnpo- 
yovray ; kai To. TovTo péev 6 cvpdov- 
Aos épa° Kal BrdBos ovder, xdy drrac- 
our saree 7 éxeivny dé 6 Ae- 
ondrns, rai peyiorny emayet xdhaow 
rijs duedelas. Odx lore, dri rupds avry 
yepes 7 tpame{a MYEUpLATiKOU, cal xa- 
p ai mryat piow vdaros dvaBhu- 
cach ovre cal jaury prdya ria exer 
dppynrov. M1) roivuy mpooenOys | xahd- 
pry Exev, wt) Edda, 1) xdprov" iva pt) 
wXeiova Tov éeumpnopoy épydon, Kai 
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noixnras; KaTradvérw Thy €xOpav, xa- 
raoTeAXéTo Ty didvoray Hrcypaivou- 
cay, Arey tad iva pndets vdoy 86 
Bos 7 rapa Bacihea Urro- 
dé Se Wi kee did ris pine 
Baothcws Fs émBaivoyros TH BAN 
ToAdiy elvar 3a THY yaAnvny, WOAA 
Ty nouxiay® Babeiay rey Aoytopioy 
Thy € y. “AANA peydAra ndixnoat, 


kat ov depes adeivar rip épyny. Ti 
rolyuy gauréy woAA@ peifova adixcis 


kal yaherérepa; ob yap roaird oe 
Buaboeras 6 é€xOpds, Grep dy roi, 
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rararay vépous. “YBpicéy oe exeivos* 
3a rovro ctv od Tov Gedy tBpifp, 
elmé pow; Td yap p) karadAdrrea Gat 
TO AcAumpxdri, ovK éxeivdy Corw duv- 
YOMEVOU Tomovroy, dooy roy Gcdy iBpi- 


(ovros rv ravra vo, poayra’ j)) 
roivuy mpos Tov auvdovdop idps. Mnde 
mpos Td péyeBos ray adi éxei- 


you’ dAda Tov Gedy xal rdp éxelyou 
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Ans brodexn Tiwhs évravba, ov'rw Kal 
avros perc woNAns imodeferal oe THs 
dfns_ éxel, pupiordagious drrobiBous 
gat ris bmaxons TavTys Tas duoBds. 
—Hom. s2. In eos, qui Pascha jeju- 
nant. t.5. p.710. [Bened. Hom. cont. 
Jud. 3. (ibid. p. 612 b.) ‘O pa) me 
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par, GAN’ éy cuvedéri xabap@ 1 n api- 
orn kpiverat mpdaobos. “Hyeis 8¢ rot- 
vavriov Trototper’ THY wey Ordvotay ot 
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Christians nowadays,’ says he, ‘ are sunk into so great stu- 
pidity and contempt, that though they be laden with sins, and 
take no manner of care of themselves, yet they come to the 
holy table, at the solemn festivals, hand over head, and just as 
mere chance directs them : not considering, that what makes it 
seasonable to communicate, is not merely a festival, or the 
time of a more solemn assembly, but a pure conscience, and a 
life free from sin. For as he, who is conscious to himself of no 
enormous crime, ought to come every day; so, on the other 
hand, he who is fettered in sins, and does not repent, cannot 
safely come upon a festival. For it is not our coming once a 
year that discharges us of our sins, if we come unworthily: 
but this very thing rather increases our condemnation, that 
though we come but once a year, yet we come not even then 
with a pure conscience. Wherefore I exhort you all, not to 
come to the holy mysteries barely upon the account of a festi- 
val; but whenever ye design to partake of this holy sacrifice, 
to purge yourselves many days before by repentance, and 
prayer, and alms, and attendance upon spiritual things; and 
not to return again like the dog to his vomit. Is it not absurd 
to spend so much care upon corporeal things, as that when a 
festival approaches, you will bring forth your best clothes out 
of your wardrobe, and make them ready many days before, 
and buy you shoes, and prepare a more splendid table, and 
think of many ways to deck and adorn yourself; but in the 
mean time have no regard to your soul, which hes neglected in 
filth and nastiness, and ready to perish with famine, and over- 
run with impurity ? How absurd is it to present the body here 
finely adorned, but your soul naked and vilely clothed! When 
yet none sees your body but your fellow-servants; but your 
soul is nicely viewed by the Lord, who will also severely punish 
your neglect of it. Know you not that this table is filled with 
spiritual fire, and sends forth secret flames, as fountains do 
their water in abundance? Bring not therefore hither wood, 
hay, stubble, lest you increase the flame, and burn your soul by 


Teheiv, Kay regres yépopev Guaprn- ohpepov Kowerijs, Ta Guaprnwara asro- 

y oix gore tabra, ox myrdpevos, rd Iidoxa emeréhevas dxpt- 
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such a participation: but bring hither gold, silver, precious 
stones, that ye may make those materials still more pure, and 
go hence with greater gain and advantage. If any evil remains 
in your soul, chase and drive it thence. Has any one an enemy, 
from whom he has suffered great injuries and injustice, let him 
dissolve his enmity, and restrain his flaming, swelling mind, 
that there be no tumult or perturbation within. For thou art 
now about to receive a king by communion: and when a king 
enters into thy soul, there ought to be a perfect calm, tranquil- 
lity, and silence, and a profound peace in thy thoughts. But 
thou hast been exceedingly injured, and canst not bear to mo- 
derate thy anger against him. What then? Wilt thou there- 
fore more grievously injure thyself? For thy enemy, whatever 
he does, cannot do thee so much harm as thou dost to thyself, 
if thou art not reconciled to him, but tramplest on the laws of 
God. He has injured and affronted thee, and wilt thou injure 
and affront God? For not to receive an enemy to pardon and 
favour, 1s not so much to take revenge on him, as to affront 
God, who hath given us this law of reconciliation. Therefore, 
look not to thy fellow-servant, nor to the greatness of the inju- 
ries that he hath done thee: but look unto God; and, putting 
his fear into thy mind, consider this, that the greater violence 
thou offerest to thy soul, by compelling it to be reconciled after 
suffering a thousand indignities, so much the greater honour 
shalt thou obtain from him, who prohibits thee revenge. And 
as thou receivest God with great honour here, he will receive 
thee with great glory hereafter, and recompense thee a thou- 
sand-fold for this obedience.’ Thus did this holy man explain 
in general the due manner and method of preparing to receive 
the eucharist. and with the strongest arguments of piety, and 
the utmost force of eloquence and reason, endeavour to per- 
suade his hearers to the practice of it. 


8. I have not room to transcribe all that this author2° and What faith 
is 


a worthy reception. 


20 Vid. Chrysost. in Ps. 133. P- 


rai aiua Aeorrorixdy, al mvevpa avr) 
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incommu- the rest have said further in their general exhortations to 


nicants. 


make a due preparation for the communion: much less will it 
consist with the design of this work to descend to all the par- 
ticular cases and questions that might be moved about it, the 
handling of which would easily swell into a volume: and the 
reader may find it already done, in a great measure, by our 
learned Bishop Taylor in his Worthy Communicant, where he 
states all the duties required in order to a worthy participa- 
tion, together with the cases of conscience occurring in the 
duty of him that ministers, and in the duty of him that com- 
municates, out of the ancient writers. I shall content myself to 
suggest a few things relating to these particulars, which are: 
1. Faith. 2. Repentance and obedience. 3. Justice. 4. Peace 
and unity. 5. Charity and beneficence. 6. Pardoning of of- 
fences. 7. Lastly, men’s behaviour at the time of communi- 
cating and afterwards, which I shall briefly represent in the 
words of St. Chrysostom, who has spoken so largely upon this 
subject. 

1. With respect to faith, they required in every communicant 
that was of years of discretion, not only an orthodox profession 
of the several articles of the Christian faith in general, but also 
a particular faith with relation to the mystical eating and drink- 
ing of Christ’s body and blood in the holy sacrament. The for- 
mer is evident from that usual form of words in the deacon’s 
admonition to all that had not a right to communicate, to with- 
draw; among whom all heterodox or heretical persons were 
admonished to be gone: Mj tis trav érepoddfer, Let no hete- 
rodox person be present. And in regard to this, St. Chryso- 
stom ?!, or whoever was the author of the Sermon of Binding 
and Loosing Sin, speaking of men’s private examination of 
themselves, says, ‘God hath given thee the power of binding 
and loosing. Thou hast bound thyself with the chain of covet- 
ousness; loose thyself with the injunction of the love of po- 
verty. Thou hast bound thyself with the furious desire of 


od 


21 Hom. In illud, Quodcunque évroAy tas diorreyias. Zavréy 
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pleasure ; loose thyself by temperance. Thou hast bound thy- 
self with the heterodox belief of Eunomius ; loose thyself with 
the religious embracing of the orthodox faith.’ But they did 
not only require an orthodox faith in general, but a particular 
faith with respect to the sacrament itself, teaching men, not 
the monstrous doctrine of transubstantiation, but that under 
the visible elements of bread and wine, sanctified by the Spirit, 
the worthy communicant, by faith, might receive the spiritual 
food of Christ’s body aad blood, and all the blessed effects and 
benefits of his death and passion. To this purpose they re- 
quired men to come with the mouth of faith, spiritually to eat: 
Christ’s flesh and blood; and to see him sacrificed with the 
eyes of their mind, whilst his real bloody sacrifice once offered 
was daily represented and commemorated in the visible images 
and symbols of bread and wine. 

St. Austin is very copious in setting forth this necessary doc- 
trine of spiritual manducation by faith, as that which makes 
both sense and piety of so many expressions in the Gospel, 
which otherwise would seem horrible and absurd. Explaining 
those words of our Saviour, [Joh. 6, 53.] “‘ Except ye eat the 
flesh of the Son of man, and drink his blood, ye have no life in 
you,” he says??, ‘This seems to command a crime. Therefore 
it is a figurative speech, commanding us to communicate in the 
passion of our Lord, and with a pleasure and profit to lay it 
up in our minds, that his flesh was crucified and wounded for 
our transgressions.’ So again? he brings in our Saviour, tell- 
ing his disciples, ‘Ye are not to eat this body, which ye see, 
and drink that blood, which my crucifiers shall shed. But I 
have commended to you a certain sacrament, which, being spi- 
ritually understood, will quicken you; and though it be cele- 
brated visibly, it is invisibly or spiritually to be understood :’ 
meaning this faith, with which the body of Christ was to be 


22 De Doctr. Christian. 1.3. c.16. p. 1066 a.)...Non hoc corpus quod 
(t. 3. part. 1. p. 2c.) Facinus vel videtis manducaturi estis; et bibi- 


-ejus crucifixa et 


‘lagitium videtur jubere. 


est ergo, precipiens passioni Do- 
mini [esse] communicandum, et 
suaviter atque utiliter in memoria 
recondendum, quod pro nobis caro 
j vulnerata est. 

23 In Ps. 98. t. 8. p. 452. (t. 4. 


BINGHAM, VOL. V, 


turi illum sanguinem, quem fusuri 
sunt qui me crucifigent. Sacramen- 
tum aliquod vobis commendavi ; 
epiritaliter intellectum_ vivificabit 
vos. Etsi necesse est illud visibi- 
liter celebrari, oportet tamen invisi- 
biliter intelligi. 
ul 
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received, to make it spiritually and really the true body, and 
life to the receiver. For the true body of Christ?‘ could no 
other ways be eaten but spiritually by faith, whilst it was 
really absent in heaven. The hand?5 could not reach that 
body, nor the teeth consume it; but faith could ascend up to 
heaven, and there touch the body of Christ; and with the 
heart it might be eaten, though not with the teeth and oral 
manducation. This is therefore that special faith, which the 
Ancients so often require in every piou’ communicant, to qua-. 
lify him to eat the flesh of Christ to life and salvation; a faith 
whereby in heart he ascends to heaven, (according to the usual 
phrase: of the Church in her sacramental prayers, Surswm 
Corda! Lift up your hearts! We lift them up unto the 
Lord !) and whereby he receives the real body of Christ by 
spiritual eating, which no wicked man can receive, though he 
receive the sacrament of his body both in his hand and mouth 
to his condemnation. Therefore St. Austin 2® bids all commu- 
nicants prepare their hearts, and not their mouths, to eat the 
bread of life, which came down from heaven, and St. Chryso- 
stom?’ calls upon them to imitate eagles, and fly up to heaven: 


24 Serm. 2. de Verb. Apost. t. 10. 


.94. (al. Serm. 131.] (t. 5. p.641 c.) 
Roel vitam, Bri Se . Tune 
autem hoc erit, id est, vita unicui- 
que erit corpus et sanguis [Christi], 
si, quod in sacramento visibiliter su- 
mitur, in ipsa veritate spiritaliter 
manducetur, spiritaliter bibatur.— 
In loan. Tractat. 26. t. 9. p. 94. 
t. 3. part. 3. p. 499 b.) Qui man- 

ucat intus, non foris; qui man- 
ducat in corde, non qui premit 
dente. 

7 In 1 Ioan. Tractat. 1. p. 236. 
(ibid. p. 828 b.).... Ipsum jam in 
celo sedentem manu contrectare 
— possumus, sed fide contingere, 


C. 
% Serm. 33. de Verb. Dom. p. 40. 
Ss Serm. 112.] (t. §. p. és b.) 

oO sum panis vivus, qui de celo 
descendi. Noli parare fauces, sed 
cor, &c. . 

97 Hom. 24. in 1 Cor. p. 536. 
t. 10. p. 216 c.).... Hpovodpey ray 
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“For where the carcase is, there will the eagles be gathered 
together,” says our Saviour, calling his body the carcase be- 
cause of death. For if he had not fallen, we had not risen. 
But he calls us eagles, showing that he, that comes to this body, 
ought to soar aloft, and have nothing to do with the earth, nor 
move.downward and creep upon the ground, but always to fly 
upward, and look to the Sun of righteousness, and have the 
eyes of his mind quicksighted. For this table is the table of 
eagles, not of jackdaws. And they, who thus worthily receive 
him, may expect to meet him when he shall come down again 
from heaven.’ 

9. 2. But St. Chrysostom2® observes, that to come unto What pu- 
Christ by faith, is not barely to receive him in the outward a x fey 
element, but to touch him with a pure heart. And therefore snc snd 

ce, 
he discourses excellently upon this most necessary part of How far 
preparation to some who put great confidence in their ob- resin naa 
servation of the Lent-fast, as if that were a just preparation cossary to 
for the communion. ‘Let us give up ourselves,’ says he29, ee : 


addressed to communicants, it has 
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‘to the practice of virtue. For at this end aims all our 
fasting, and Lent, and religious assemblies so many days 
together, and our hearing, and prayers, and preaching; that 
by these exercises we may wash away the guilt and stain of 
whatever sins we have any ways contracted during the whole 
year, and so come with piety and spiritual assurance to partake 
of that unbloody sacrifice. But if we do not thus purify our- 
selves, all that other labour is in vain and to no purpose, we 
reap not the least advantage from it. Let every one therefore 
consider with himself, and examine in his account, what defect 
he has amended, what virtue he has acquired, what vice he has 
washed away, in what part he is grown better: and if he finds 
any considerable advantage of this kind arise from his fasting, 
and that many of his wounds have been cured by it, let him 
come: but if he has been negligent, and has nothing to 
show but his fasting, without any other goodness or amend- 
ment, let him keep off and abide without, and then come when 
he has purged himself from all his sins. Let no man place his 
confidence in fasting only who adheres to his sins without 
amendment. For it is possible a man that does not fast may 
obtain pardon, having the excuse of bodily infirmity: but he 
that does not correct his faults cannot possibly -have any 
excuse. Thou hast omitted to fast by reason of the infirmity 
of thy flesh: but why hast thou not been reconciled to thy 
enemies’ Canst thou here pretend bodily infirmity also ? Thou 
still retainest hatred and envy: what excuse, I pray, canst 
thou plead for these? There is no flying for refuge to bodily 
infirmity in behalf of such sins as these.’ Thus Chrysostom 
shows the necessity of correcting every evil way, in thought, 
word, and deed, in order to prepare men for a worthy re- 
ception at God’s table; and that no pretences of other qualifi- 
cations without holiness, nor any excuses for sin will be 
accepted, while Christ has made his commandments very 
practicable, and recommended his yoke as easy, and his burden 
as light. 

How neces- 10. 3. And because there are some great sins to which men 

al bora have a more than ordinary propensity and affection, and are 
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ready to find out a thousand arts to palliate and retain them oes toa 
with a semblance of piety and pretended devotion, the same nikon Ae 
author is always very careful to particularize about these mm “=t. 
men’s preparation, pulling off the visor and false colours they 
were apt to lay upon them. Thus in the case of myjustice, 
many were inclined to impose upon themselves by that old 
pharisaical pretence of giving something to the corban to 
make a full atonement, as they thought, for their manifold 
rapines and oppression. Whom he thus reproves®®, and lays 
open their folly: ‘ Let no Judas, no Simon Magus come near 
this table: for they both perished in their avarice and love of 
money. Wherefore let us fly from this pit, and not imagine it 
sufficient for our salvation, that when we have spoiled widows 
and orphans, we offer a golden cup adorned with jewels to 
this table. Wovrtldest thou honour this sacrifice? Offer thy 
soul, for which Christ was offered, and make it a golden soul. 
But if thy soul remain worse than lead and earth, what will 
thy golden vessels profit thee? Let us not therefore labour to 
offer golden vessels only, but offer what we acquire by our 
just and honest labour. For these are more precious than 
gold, which are not the fruits of covetousness and injustice. 
The Church is not the workhouse of silver and gold, but the 
congregation of angels. Therefore the purity of our souls is 
required: for God receives these things upon the account of 
our souls. Doubtless that table was not of silver, nor that cup 

of gold, wherein Christ gave his blood to his disciples: yet all 
was precious and full of reverence, because they were filled 
with the Spirit.’ St. Chrysostom speaks this to men’s own 
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consciences in private, who knew their own extortions, when 
perhaps the Church knew nothing of them; and he lays upon 
them the necessity of justice and restitution in their private 
accounts with God, before they could hope to gain his favour, 
or be accepted at his altar. For as to public offences of this 
kind, we have noted before?!, that when they were such as 
the Church could take cognizance of, they fell under her 
public discipline: and it was a standing law, that the oblations 
of known oppressors should not be received, much less their 
persons to the communion of the altar. 

11. 4. Another thing they much insisted on was unity and a 
peaceable spirit: by which they chiefly intended that sort of 
peaceableness which preserves the unity of the Church, not 
only in opposition to formed and professed schisms, but all 
factions and divisions within the bosom of the Church. As to 
formal and professed schismatics, they were objects of the 
public discipline, and not to be admitted to communion without 
public recantation and formal renouncing of their errors. But 
besides these, there were another sort of turbulent spirits, who 
without breaking forth into professed separations, were often 
the occasion of great tumults and disquiet in the Church. 
Such were those Corinthians, whom the Apostle so often 
rebukes for their factious zeal and unnecessary disputations 
and contentions one with another ; which proceeded from many 
evil causes, and were attended with as bad effects. For they 
sprung from the bitter roots of envy and pride and ambition, 
and covetousness and self-interest, and self-love, and a blind or 
else crafty and designing admiration of one teacher above an- 
other. “ For one said, Iam of Paul! and another, I of Apollos! 
J of Cephas! and I of Christ !” (1 Cor. 1,12.) and the effects were 
“ debates, envyings, wraths, strifes, backbitings, whisperings, 
swellings, tumults.” Insomuch that in their sidings and party- 
ings, they came to express a disdain and contempt of one 
another in that which should have taught them the quite con- 
trary lesson, the celebration of the Lord’s supper and their 
feasts of charity. “For in eating every one took before others 
his own supper: and one was hungry and another was 
dranken.” (Ibid. 11, 21.) Upon which the Apostle gave them 


3! See ch. 2, 8. 2. p. 234, preceding. 
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that most solemn admonition: ‘“‘ Let a man examine himeelf, 
and so let him eat of that bread, and drink of that cup. For 
he that eateth and drinketh unworthily, eateth and drinketh 
damnation to himself, not discerning the Lord’s body.” (Ibid. 
28, 29.) 

It was not long after St. Paul’s death that Clemens, bishop 
of Rome, had occasion to write a long Epistle to these Corinth- 
ians upon the very same subject of their seditious factions 
and divisions, where®?, among many other arguments to per- 
suade them to unity and peace, he bids them ‘ beware, that 
the manifold blessings of God did not turn to their condemna- 
tion, if they walked unworthy of him, and neglected to do 
what was good and pleasing in his sight with unanimity and 
concord.’ Therefore he bids®* them ‘quickly remove this 
evil, and fall down before the Lord, and weep and pray to 
him, that he would be merciful and reconciled to them, and 
reduce and restore them to the pure and comely way of bro- 
therly love. For this is the gate of righteousness which opens 
unto life. Charity unites us unto God; charity covers a 
multitude of sins; charity béareth all things: charity has 
nothing of pride or baseness in it; charity has no schism; 
charity raises no sedition; charity does all things in concord. 
By charity all the elect of God are made perfect; without 
charity nothing is acceptable unto God.’ Therefore he 
advises5 the ringleaders of the sedition and the heads of 
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faction to be ‘subject to their rulers and repent, and to lay 
aside all arrogant and proud boasting of the tongue, since it 
was better to be found little and approved in the fold of 
Christ, than to be highminded and rejected from the hope of 
his kingdom.’ He bids them sacrifice their own interest to 
the peace of the Church. ‘ Who among® you is of a noble 
and generous temper? who has any bowels of compassion ? 


. Vili. 


who is filled with charity? Let him say, If upon my account — 


there be sedition and discord and schism, I will willingly 
depart, and go away whithersoever you please; I will do what 
the people command me; only let the fold of Christ be in 
peace under the elders that are set over them. He that does 
this shall purchase to himself great honour in the Lord, and 
every place will receive him. For the earth is the Lord’s, and 
the fulness thereof.’ Thus did that holy man exhort the se- 
ditious Corinthians to lay aside their factious and turbulent 
spirit, and betake themselves to the ways of unity and peace, 
as ever they hoped to find mercy and favour at the hands of 
the Lord. And the Ancients generally use this argument 
against uncharitable strife and contention, and schism and 
division, that they are crimes of that magnitude, that without 
repentance even the blood of martyrdom will not wash away 
and blot out the stain and guilt of them. Which is a noted 
saying of Cyprian’s®’, repeated and approved by Chrysostom?®, 
St. Austin29, Fulgentius*°, and many others. 
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12. 5. Another thing they much recommended as a neces- Of charity 
sary qualification in a worthy communicant, was the exercise ap ell 
of beneficence and charity to the indigent, especially to the 
poor members of Christ. For when they themselves were 
about to receive the greatest blessings in the world, they 
thought it but reasonable that they should show kindness, 
according to their ability, to his and their brethren. This 
was the foundation of their oblations and love-feasts mentioned 
before; and the neglect or abuse, or partiality used in them, 
was always reputed a capital misdemeanour. But this was not 
all: they not only required men to be charitable in the act of 
communicating, but at all times; and allowed not the most 
plausible pretences that could be offered to the contrary. Some 
apologized for their uncharitableness, as they did for their 
injustice; they wiped their mouths, and cried out, Corban! 

It is a gift to Christ, wherewith thou mightest be profited by 
me! and so they thought themselves discharged by commu- 
tation: they gave to God’s use some gift which he required 
not, and let the poor perish whom he had commanded them 
to sustain. To these St. Chrysostom‘! thus elegantly dis- 
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courses. ‘ Would you honour the body of Christ? do not 
then despise him when he is naked. Do not honour him 
here in the church with vestments of silk, and neglect him 
without doors when ready to perish with cold and nakedness. 
For he that said, This is my body! and confirmed the thing 
with his word, said also, Ye saw me an hungred, and ye fed 
me not: and Forasmuch as ye did tt not unto one of the least 
of these, ye did it not unto me! For this body of Christ, the 
eucharist, needs no clothing, but a pure mind: but that other 
body of his needs much of our care. Therefore let us learn 
to be wise, and honour Christ according to his own will. Give 
him that honour which he has commanded; distribute your 
riches among the poor. God has no need of golden vessels, 
but of golden souls. I say not this to forbid any man to offer 
such gifts; but because I judge it proper, together with these 
and before these, to do works of charity. For God indeed 
receives these, but the other are much more acceptable to 
him. Vessels only profit him that offers them, but works 
of charity profit both the giver and the receiver. The one 
1s often an occasion of ostentation, but the other is all hu- 
manity and mercy. What profit is it to Christ that his table 
is filled with golden cups, whilst he himself is famished by 
want’? Therefore first feed him when he is hungry, and then 
of your superfluity and abundance adorn his table. You make 
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him a golden cup, but will not give him a cup of cold water. 
What does this profit him? You prepare coverings for his 
table embroidered with gold; but he himself is naked, and 
you cover him not with necessary clothing. What advantage 
is there in all this? Tell me, I pray: suppose you should see 
& man want necessary food, and you, instead of relieving his 
hunger, should only adorn his table with gold: would he take 
this as any kindness, and not rather look upon it with in- 
dignation? Or if you saw a man clothed ii rags and frozen 
with cold, and you, instead of giving him raiment, should erect 
golden pillars, and say you did it for his honour: would he 
not rather say you mocked him, and think you put the 
greatest affront imaginable upon him? You may apprehend 
the case to be the very same with Christ. When he wanders 
about as a stranger, having no house to cover his head, then 
thou neglectest to take him in; thou eontemnest his person, 
but beautifiest his pavement and his walls, and the heads of 
his pillars: thou makest his lamps to hang on silver chains, 
but wilt not vouchsafe to visit him when he is chained in 
prison. I speak not this to prohibit thee from doing these 
things, but to excite thee to do the other together with them, 
or rather before them. For no man was ever condemned for 
not building magnificent temples; but, for neglecting the poor, 
hell is threatened, and the fire that shall never be quenched, 
and punishment with devils. Whilst therefore you adorn God’s 
house, do not neglect your afflicted brother. For he is more 
properly the temple of God than the other. For those may 
be plundered of all their treasure by infidel kings, and tyrants, 
and thieves; but what thou dost to a brother that is hungry, 
or a stranger, or naked, the devil himself cannot rob thee of, 
but it is laid up in a safe repository, where no violence can 
make a prey of it.’ 

It were easy to give the reader many other such affecting 
passages out of St. Chrysostom *? and others, but this one is 


4 Hom. 1. in 1 ae P. 1631. to ear oe Peenitent. t. 4 
(t. 11. p. 554 ¢c. et -) Ata rovro 704. an om. 25. t. 5. p. 369. 
ravra | satel pele, ovddy elaw, according to the Editio Duckana, 
xv. A. [See Hom. 50. al. 51. in which he used: but the citations 
Matth. as cited just before, n. 41, are indistinct. Ep.] 
preceding. The Author also refers 
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sufficient to show what stress they laid upon charity or bene- 
ficence to the poor, in order to qualify men for a worthy 
reception of the holy communion. 
Of charity 13.6. But this was not the only kind of charity they re- 
a quired to be exercised upon this occasion: there was another 
and per- more difficult to be practised, and yet no less necessary to be 
fences, performed by all that would lay any just claim to the mercy 
of God in the sacrifice of Christ’s body and blood: and that 
was the duty of pardoning and forgiving enemies, without 
which it was absurd and impudent to presume to ask God 
pardon at the holy table. Therefore St. Chrysostom ‘®, ex- 
plaining those words of our Saviour, (Matth. 5, 23.) “If thou 
bring thy gift to the altar, and there rememberest that thy 
brother hath ought against thee; leave there thy gift before 
the altar, and go thy way, first be reconciled to thy brother, 
and then come and offer thy gift:” says, ‘ By all this Christ 
intended to signify, that the holy table would not receive men 
that were at enmity with one another: no, nor yet could they 
so much as offer their prayers acceptably to God. Therefore 
hear this,’ says he, ‘all ye that are initiated in the holy mys- 
teries, and come not in emnity to the communion of the altar. 
Let them also hear it, who are not yet initiated. For they 
have a common concern in these words also. For they offer 
likewise their gifts and their sacrifice, ] mean their prayers 
and their alms; which the Psalmist often calls sacrifice: Zhe 
sacrifice of praise shall honour me: and, Offer unto God the 
sacrifice of praise: and, Let the lifting up of my hands be an 
evening sacrifice. Whence he concludes, ‘ that if a man come 
to pray with such a mind, he had better leave his prayers, and 
go first and be reconciled to his brother, and then come and 
offer his prayers.’ 


4 Hom. 16. in Matth. p. 166. Adyo nal Aenuoowyy. “Ors yap xal 
(t. 7. p. 227 8.) 2005. Aw sdyrev rovro Oucia, dxovgoy ti pnoty 6 Tpo- 
rovroy Snrey, Sri ob Séyera: rovs yrns, Ovola alveceas Sofdce: pe’ 
ripened es @AnAovs gers aurn me waduy, Gucor re Seq Ovoiay 
n tpare{a. ‘Axovérocay of peunun- alvécews’ xal, "Emapots ray xeipay 
pevor, Ooor perd exOpas mpocép- pov Ouaia domepuy’ Gore xdy eb 
xovras’ dxovérwoay xai ol dpin- pera roiavrns ywouns npoodyys, Ber- 
ro’ Kat yap xal mpds rovrous Eye: riov ateivas Tiy evyny, Kai ent Thy 
rt xowdy 6 Adyos’ mpordyoves xaradAayny dGeiy rou adedgoi, xai 
xal avrot Sepov nai Ovoiay, ebyiy rére evyny wpoodéeper. 
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It is usual with Chrysostom ‘4 upon this account to tell his 
hearers, that they who are unqualified for the communion are 
unqualified for their prayers likewise: because they in effect 
pray to God to curse themselves, whilst they pray for forgive- 
ness of sins only in the same manner as they forgive their 
enemies. ‘If we have designs of revenge in our hearts,’ says 
he+5, ‘when we pray we pray against ourselves, saying, For- 
give us our trespasses, as we forgive them that trespass against 
us. These are terrible words, and the same as if one said to 
God: Lord, I have forgiven my enemy, forgive thou me! I 
have loosed him, loose thou me! I have pardoned my enemy, 
pardon me! If I have retained his sins, retain thou mine! 
If I have not loosed my neighbour, do not thou loose my 
offences! What measure I have meted to him, measure thou 
‘to me again! It was with this argument that he induced the 
people to show mercy to their great enemy Eutropius‘*, when 
he was fled for sanctuary to the altar. ‘ How will you be able 
to take the holy sacrament into your hands, and use the words 
of that prayer wherein we are commanded to say, Forgive us 
our trespasses, as we forgive them that trespass against us ! 
if you exact punishment of your debtor? In another place‘? 
he tells them, ‘ If they forgave their enemies, they might then 
come with a pure conscience to the holy and tremendous table, 
and boldly say the words contained in that prayer, Forgive us, 
as we forgive! But if they,retained anger or malice in their 


“4 Hom. 3. in Eph. p. 1051. (t. tpir, dos xal ysis dieser rois oer- 
iI. ie 23 a.) Ovx ef rijs ducias dfsos, Aras jude’ poepiy ydp éort ro 
s peradinpeos; ovxoiy obde Acydpevor, xai axeddv elmeiy, rovodro 

THs ve ciple Hom aa. de Ira.t.1. smpds rdv Gedy Bog 6 roiro Aeyay, 
. 288. [juxt. Ed. Bened. ut supr.] ‘Agixa, Aéowora, dpes’ Zhuca, di- 
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ayrith elra ov Bd aie, of obdévérepoy rhpara’ éy @ pirpy éuérpnoa, ayri- 


dv mapaxadeis, GAN fh} wdons per, pot. 
dratri Groorepey ce kai ovy- om. in pre t. & P- 554. 
yeune. See ch. 5. 8. 6. p p- 463-0 
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de Poenitent. et Eucharist. t. 5. .268 a.) “Ay rovro «x 


els mp éxxAnolay, as Sep mpewes rai ry lepg ravry cal dpury rpawé{y 
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hearts‘*, they were no fitter to partake of that holy table than 
fornicators, or adulterers, or blasphemers. For how canst thou 
desire God to be gracious and merciful to thee, who art so im- 
placable and inexorable to thy fellow-servant’ Admit he has 
injured and affronted thee. Hast thou not often injured and 
affronted God? and what comparison is there betwixt the 
Lord and a servant? It may be also thy fellow-servant was 
injured by thee, and only returned the compliment, and payed 
thee in thy own kind, and thou art incensed at that: but thou, 
without any injury or provocation received from God, treatest 
him contumeliously ; nay, not only when he does thee no harm, 
but when he daily loads thee with blessings, and continually 
pours forth his benefits upon thee.’ He adds‘9, that this sin 
of malice and revenge was the more dangerous and inex- 
cusable, because it had none of the little pleas which were 
commonly urged in the behalf of other sins, to be offered in its 
favour. ‘If I bid you fast, you plead the excuse of bodily 
infirmity ; if I bid you give to the poor, you plead poverty 
yourself, and the care of your own children; if I call upon 
you to attend divine worship, you pretend the avocations of 
worldly care and secular business; if I bid you hear sermons, 
and consider the power of the doctrine contained in them, you 
plead disability and want of learning to understand them ; if I 


48 Hom. 22. de Ira. t.1. p.277. Ads wévnot, ra:dor, xal sreviay’ 
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advise you to admonish and correct your brother, you tell me 
he will not hearken to your counsel; you have admonished him, 
and he despises you. These are but cold excuses, yet they are 
excuses in some sort. But if I bid you lay aside your anger, 
which of these excuses can you make? You cannot plead 
bodily infirmity, nor poverty, nor want of understanding, nor 
want of time and leisure from worldly business, nor any other 
such excuse: therefore this of all others is a most unpardon- 
able sin. How then will you hold up your hands to heaven, 
or move your tongue, or ask pardon of your sins, when, if 
God were disposed to pardon them, you will not suffer him to 
do it, while you refuse to pardon the offence of your fellow- 
servant ?” 

Having used these and many other excellent arguments, to 
show men the necessity of reconciliation and mutual forgive- 
ness when they came to the holy communion, which is the 
covenant of forgiveness and peace with God and man, he takes 
notice of two evasions, which some men used in this case to 
palliate and foster still something of an ill-natured temper, and 
make it seem consistent with their duty. 

Some were indeed afraid to say those words of the Lord’s 
Prayer, Forgive us our trespasses, as we forgive them that 
trespass against us! as being sensible it was no better than 
cursing themselves, while they continued in such an evil dispo- 
sition: and therefore they only said the firat clause, Forgive us 
our trespasses! and dropped the second, which contains the 
condition of their forgiving others: and they were so vain as 
to think this was a sufficient salvo to their consciences, and a 
security against the menaces that were threatened to a re- 
vengeful temper. To whom he replies*, ‘ that this was but a 
vain caution, for whether they said the words or not God 
would deal with them according to their actions; Christ having 
told them in the very next words, If ye forgive not men their 


pa) cisrps, 56 Geds ovre wove: xabeos ég jpiodlas qrotou my vy, os 
apins, otras diner nal rovro éx Tis frafev, ovres eSyou, iva nip 9 ardyn 
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trespasses, neither will your heavenly Father forgive you your 
trespasses.’ [Matth. 6, 15.] 

Others excused themselves by saying, I bear no hatred or 
malice against my enemy, I am not concerned or troubled at 
his enmity, I will have nothing to do with him. ‘ But,’ says 
Chrysostom 5', ‘ this is not enough, that thou wilt give him no 
trouble, that thou wilt do him no harm, that thou wilt bear no 
rancorous mind against him; but thou must endeavour to re- 
store him to a friendly temper. For God has not commanded 
us to have nothing to do with our enemy, but to have many 
things to do with him. For this reason he is our brother: 
and for this reason God said not, Forgive thy brother what 
thou hast against him! but, Go, and be reconciled to him, if 
he hath ought against thee; and cease not till thou hast 
brought that member to its proper harmony and concord! 
He has also there these remarkable words *2, ‘I tell you before, 
I protest, I proclaim it aloud, let no man that has an enemy 
come to the holy table and receive the body of the Lord. Let 
no man come that has an enemy. Hast thou an enemy? 
Come not. Wouldest thou come? Be reconciled, and then 
come and receive the holy body. Thy Lord, to reconcile thee 
to his Father, refused not to be slain, and shed his blood for 
thy sake: and wilt not thou speak a word, nor go to make the 
first offer, to reconcile thy fellow-servant?’ This he says to 
those who thought it below them, and an act of pusillanimity 
and disgrace, to seem to make the first step toward reconciling 
an enemy, by being first in the offer and motion of peace. 


$1 Ibid. (d.) Ob yap dpxei, rd wi *2 Ibid. p. 285. (p. 206 a.) "Idod 
Aumeiv, pnde adixety roy eyOpdr, pnde mpodéyo, ka  dayapriponan, ral Nap- 
ner exe mpos abrdy xara dudvoray’ mG Bod 9 »pndels ray €ydvray 
a xp!) naxetvoy mapackevd{ew, xPete ipeeate lepg tpame{y, xad 
iBiae wpos nwas éyew. Kai yap dexyéabw +d capa Tob 6 Kuplov' pnbels 
dxovw wokAGy Acydrroy, "Eye OUK Mpoctdy x y y éx Eran. "Ex Opav ¢ es; 
€xOpaive, obde Avrotpas, oude xo Tt pt) WpoweA s* BovAe mpored Geir ; 
kowdy mpds auréy’ dAN’ ob rotro Kar adn, nai rére mpooe Ody 
éxéXevoev 5 Ceds, iva pndey xowdy Aya: roi lepod. MaAdow 3¢ oix dyad 
ens mpos abroy, GAN’ iva wpds abréy radra A€yw, GAN’ 6 80 pas oravpe- 
noid Eync wold: id rodre yap cov Gels Aeonérys airés. “Iva oe xarad- 
éarly adeddds" 31a roiro obx elev, Ady rH Harpl, obde ears wapy- 
pera Beds gov, A yas nar’ ryoaro, ob8é rd aiua éxxeiv, xal od, 
abrov’ Dad si; “Yraye, mpiroy Siah- iva xarahdayys TH ouvdoidy, oddé 
5, nile éxetvos éxn tt xard phpa mpocabar Bovre, ode epbhipos 
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But he assures them it was a duty, and an honourable duty, 
thus to imitate Christ in a charitable condescension: and what- 
ever might be the effect of it here, it would have a double and 
a triple crown hereafter. Finally 52 he tells them, with a 
solemn protestation in the close of all, ‘ that if, after forty days’ 
warning, he found any still persist irreconcileable to one an- 
other, he would no longer use admonitions, but proceed to 
severer methods, and order them to be kept back from the 
holy mysteries till they should amend their fault, and come to 
the holy table with a pure conscience, which was the only 
proper way to partake of the communion.’ 

14. These were some of those necessary qualifications they Of their be- 

required in men before they came to the holy communion. pv0™ 
And at the time of celebration, the very offices of the Church nion and 
were so framed as to elevate men’s souls to the highest pitch 
of reverence, devotion, and thankfulness to God, for his mercies 
in the sacrifice of Christ his only Son. To which purpose the 
reader may recollect what has been said of the great thanks- 
giving in the consecration of the eucharist; and the Sursum 
corda ! or the call to iift up their hearts to the Lord! and of 
the seraphical hymns and angelical glorifications intended to 
set forth the praises of God in this excellent mystery. To 
which may be added that advice of Origen5?, that men should 
approach it with the profoundest humility, imitating the good 
centurion, and saying, ‘“ Lord, I am not worthy that thou 
shouldest come under my roof.” [Matth. 8, 8. and Luke 7, 6.] 
That they should then quit all thoughts of earthly things, and 
consider that they were then in the midst of Cherubims and 
Seraphims, angels and archangels, and all the powers above. 

‘For this mystery,’ in Chrysostom’s phrase‘, ‘turns earth 


58 Hom. 6. de Diversis. t. 2. p. 
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-) Quando sanctum cibum illudque 
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into heaven. Open the gates of heaven and see; or rather 
not heaven, but the heaven of heavens, and then you shall see 
what I say. For that which is the most honourable of all 
things there I will now show you upon the earth; not angels or 
archangels, not the heavens or the heaven of heavens, but the 
Lord of them all, whom you not only see, but touch, and eat, 
and carry home with you.’ Therefore upon this he grounds 
several excellent exhortations. ‘Let us become eagles*5, and 
fly up to him in heaven; let us have nothing to do with the 
earth, but look upward to the Sun of righteousness; let us not 
receive him with polluted hands, but come to him with reve- 
rence and all imaginable purity; saying, By this body I am 
no longer earth and ashes; I am no longer a captive, but free : 
for this I hope to receive heaven and all the good things 
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therein, immortal life, the condition of angels, the society of 
Christ. Cleanse therefore and wash thy soul, prepare thy 
mind for the reception of these mysteries. If the son of a 
king in all his ornamental robes, his purple and his diadem, 
were put into thy hands to carry, thou wouldest contemn all 
earthly things. But now thou receivest not the son of a mortal 
king, but the only-begotten Son of God: and art thou not 
afraid still to retain the love of worldly things? Why is not 
this ornament alone sufficient for thee, but thou must yet needs 
look to the earth, and be in love with riches? Knowest thou 
not that thy Lord has an aversion to all the pomp and magni- 
ficence of this life? Was he not therefore born of a poor 
mother, and at his birth laid in a manger? And was not his 
answer this, to the man who thought to make a gain of his 
service? The Son of man hath not where to lay his head! 
Let us therefore imitate him; and passing by the beauty of 
pillars and marbles, let us seek for mansions in heaven above ; 
and trampling upon all worldly pride, and the love of riches, 
let us take to ourselves lofty souls, and mind the things that 
are on high.’ 

‘When you come to the holy table and the sacred myste- 
ries,’ says he in another place*, ‘do it with fear and reverence, 
with a pure conscience, with fasting and prayer. Consider 
what a sacrifice you partake of, what a table you approach 
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unto. Consider that thou, who art but dust and ashes, re- 
ceivest the body and blood of Christ. God calls thee to his 
own table, and sets before thee his Son: where the angeli- 
cal powers stand about with fear and trembling, and the Che- 
rubims cover their faces, and the Seraphims cry with reve- 
rence, Holy, Holy, Holy, Lord of Hosts! Let us therefore 
come with the greatest reverence also, and give thanks, and 
fall down and confess our sins, and with tears bewail our 
offences, and offer up fervent prayers to God. And so purify- 
ing ourselves in quietness and decent order, let us come as to 
an heavenly King; and receiving the holy and immaculate 
sacrifice, let us kiss and embrace it with our mouths and eyes, 
and therewith warm our souls; that we come not together to 
judgment and condemnation, but to create in us sobriety of 
mind, and charity, and virtue, and reconcile ourselves to God, 
and obtain a lasting peace, and whatever other blessings arise 
from thence; that we may both sanctify ourselves and edify 
our neighbours.’ 

And as they thus taught men with what veneration and 
serious deportment they ought to behave themselves at the 
Lord’s table; so they endeavoured to make lasting impres- 
sions of virtue upon men’s minds by this argument, showing 
them what obligations of holiness and purity the reception of 
the body and blood of Christ laid upon every member of the 
body and every faculty of the soul. It was an oblation of their 
bodies and souls to God; it was an oath or bond and covenant 
to do no evil, but to exercise themselves in all manner of virtue, 
as Pliny 5’ represents it from the mouths of some Christians. 
Therefore Chrysostom elegantly represents it as an obligation 
laid upon every member of the body, the hands, the eyes, the 
lips and tongue, the heart and soul especially>%, to abstain 
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from all pollution and impurity of sin. ‘Thou fastest before 
thou dost communicate that thou mayest appear worthy; and 
dost thou destroy all after communicating when thou oughtest 
to be more temperate? I do not enjoin thee to fast, but to ab- 
stain from luxury and all the evil effects of it, immoderate 
laughter, disorderly words, pernicious jesting, foolish and vain 
discourse, and whatever a Christian ought not to speak, who 
has been entertained at Christ’s table, and touched his flesh 
with his tongue. Whoever thou art, therefore, purify thy 
hands, thy lips and thy tongue, which have been the gates at 
which Christ entered into thee. When thou sittest down to a 
common table59, remember that spiritual table, and call to 
mind that supper of the Lord. Consider what words thy 
mouth hath spoken, words worthy of such a table, what things 
thy mouth hath touched and tasted, what meat it has fed 
upon. Dost thou think it no harm with that mouth to speak 
evil of and revile thy brother? How canst thou call him 
brother? If he is not thy brother, how couldst thou say, Our 
Father ! for that implies more persons than one? Consider 
with whom thou stoodest in the time of the holy mysteries ; 
with Cherubims, with Seraphims. But the Cherubims use no 
reviling. Their mouth is filled with one office, glorifying and 
praising God. How then canst thou say with them, Holy! 
Holy! Holy! who usest thy mouth to reviling? Tell me, if 
there were a royal vessel always filled with royal dainties, and 
set apart only for this use; and one of the servants should use 
it to put dung in; would he dare after that to put it thus filled 
with dung among the other vessels appointed for royal use? 
No, certainly. Yet this is the very case of railing and reviling. 
You say at the holy table, Our Father, and then immediately 
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add, which art in heaven. This word raises you up, and 
gives wings to your soul, and shows that you have a Father in 
heaven. Therefore do nothing, speak nothing of earthly 
things. He hath placed you in the order of spirits above, and 
appointed you a station in that choir. Why then do you draw 
yourself downward? You stand by the royal throne, and do 
you revile your brother? How are you not afraid, lest the 
king should take it as an affront offered to himself? Ifa 
servant beats or reviles another in our presence who are but 
his fellow-servants, though he does it justly, we rebuke him 
for it. And dare you stand before the royal throne and revile 
your brother? See you not these holy vessels? Are they not 
always appropriated to one peculiar use? Dares any one put 
them to any other? But you are more holy than these vessels, 
yea, much more holy. Why then do you pollute and defile 
yourself? You stand in heaven, and do you still use railing? 
You converse with angels, and do you yet revile? You are 
admitted to the Lord’s holy kiss, and do you yet revile? God 
hath honoured and adorned your mouth so many ways, by 
angelical hymns, by food not angelical but super-angelical, by 
his own kisses, and by his own embraces, and do you after all 
these revile? Do not, I beseech you. Let that which is the 
cause of so many evils be far from the soul of a Christian 
With what force and eloquence does this holy writer here show 
us the obligation which the reception of the eucharist lays upon 
men to abstain from evil-speaking? But it equally lays a restraint 
upon all the other members of the body and operations of the 
soul as well as the tongue. Which Chrysostom excellently 
deduces after this manner in another place™, ‘Be grateful to 
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thy benefactor by an excellent conversation; consider the 
greatness of the sacrifice, and let that engage thee to adorn 
every member of thy body. Consider what thou takest in thy 
hand, and never after endure to strike any man: do not dis- 
grace that hand by the sin of fighting and quarrelling, which 
has been honoured with the reception of so great a gift. Con- 
sider what thou takest in thy hand, and keep thy hand free 
from all rapines and injustice. Think again how thou not only 
receivest it in thy hand but puttest it to thy mouth, and keep 
thy tongue pure from all filthy and contumelious speech, from 
blasphemy and perjury, and all words of the like nature. For 
it is a most pernicious thing that the tongue, which ministers 
in such tremendous mysteries, and is dyed with the purple of 
such precious blood, and made a golden sword, should be put 
to the vile practice of railing and reviling and scurrilous and 
abusive language. Regard with veneration the honour where- 
with God has honoured it; and do not debase it to such mean 
offices of sin. Consider again that after thy hand and thy 
tongue thy heart receives that tremendous mystery: then 
never devise any fraud or deceit against thy neighbour, but 
keep thy mind pure from all malicious designs. After the 
same manner guard thy eyes and thy ears. For is it not most 
absurd, after that mystical hymn that was brought from 
heaven by the Cherubims, to defile thy ears with the songs of 
harlots and effeminate music? And what punishment can be 
too great for thee, if thou sufferest those eyes, which have seen 
the unspeakable and venerable mysteries, to wander gazing 
after harlots, and committest adultery in thy mind ?” 
Tertullian ®!, among many other arguments which he uses 
against a Christian’s going to be a spectator at the Roman 
games, uses this as one, taken from the same topic: ‘ What an 
absurdity is it for a man to go from the church of God into 
the church of the Devil? Out of heaven, as the saying is, into 
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the mire ? First to lift up his hands in prayer to the Lord, and 
and then to toss those very hands to weariness in the praise of 
a stage-player? To make that mouth which was used to say 
Amen! at the holy eucharist, give testimony to a gladiator ? 
To cry out, World without end! to others besides Christ his 
God ?’ 

By such familiar arguments drawn from the nature of the 
sacrament, and the inconsistency of all vicious actions with the 
design and circumstances and whole tendency of it, did the 
Ancients endeavour to possess men’s minds with the sense of 
their duty, and their great obligation to persevere in holiness, 
and glorify God both in body and spirit all their days. Which, 
as it was but their reasonable service, so it was the only way 
to make this holy sacrament effectual to their salvation, and 
useful in their present state, by keeping up a perpetual and 
flaming love for Christ, which qualified them for a frequent 
reception, and almost daily repetition of it; which is the last 
thing to be considered in this whole inquiry. 


CHAP. IX. 


Of frequent communion, and the times of celebrating it in 
the ancient Church. 


All per- 1. Ir has been shown before®!, in speaking against private 
cout pen. 22d solitary masses, that though it be now the custom in the 
LO eee : . : : 
tents under Church of Rome for the priest to receive the eucharist without 
anclently any other communicants, either clergy or laity, how many 
se a fo soever be present at the action, yet there was no such custom 
communion ever heard of in the ancient Church. And though in most 
hat A other Churches this corruption be reformed, yet there remains 
a-day eae 
by the ca- a great defect still uncorrected, which is the want or neglect of 
tone of the frequent communion. I shall make no further inquiry into the 
causes of this neglect, whether it proceed from a general decay 
of Christian piety, or from a want of strict discipline in the 
Church, but only observe that it is a great declension from the 
zeal and fervour of the primitive ages. For then it is certain 
it was both the rule and practice for all in general, both clergy 


and laity, to receive the communion every Lord’s-day, except 
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such as were unqualified for it either as catechumens or peni- 
tents, who of course, for want of a due preparation, were obliged 
to abstain from it. 

Among the Apostolical Canons there are two® to this pur- 
pose. The first says, ‘If any bishop, presbyter, or deacon, or 
any other of the clergy does not communicate when the obla- 
tion is offered, let him show cause why he does not, that af it 
be a reasonable cause he may be excused; but if he show no 
cause let him be excommunicated, as giving scandal to the 
people, and raising suspicion against him that offers.’ And the 
next canon says, ‘If any of the faithful come to church to hear 
the Scriptures read, and stay not to join in the prayers and 
receive the communion, let them be excommunicated, as the 
authors of disorder in the Church.’ The Council of Antioch ®, 
which was held in the middle of the fourth century, repeats 
this decree: ‘ Let all those be cast out of the Church, who 
come to hear the Scriptures read in the church, but do not 
communicate with the people in prayer, or disorderly turn 
away from the participation of the eucharist, till by confession 
and fruits of repentance and intercession they have obtained — 
pardon.’ These canons show that as often as they met together 
for divine service on the Lord’s-day, they were obliged to 
receive the eucharist under pain of excommunication. And all 
other canons which speak of the order of divine service, plainly 
show that the celebration of the eucharist was always one 
inseparable part of it. The Council of Laodicea®™, as has been 
often noted before, describes the whole in this order: ‘ First, 
after the sermon, the prayers of the catechumens, and then the 
prayers of the penitents, and after their departure the prayers 
of the faithful, and then the kiss of peace, and last of all the 
offering of the holy oblation.’ And all such canons®, as for- 
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bid the penitents to be partakers of the eucharist, do plainly 
suppose all the rest of the people to be partakers of it. And 
if any man did not partake of it, it was an intimation either 
that he was doing penance, or at least was conscious to himself 
of some great crime, for which he ought to do penance: for no 
others were allowed to abstain from the constant participation 
of the eucharist. ‘ All they that do not communicate,’ says St. 
Chrysostom 6, ‘are penitents: if thou art of the number of 
those who do penance, thou mayest not partake. For whoever 
does not partake is one of that number.’ Which implies that 
all were obliged constantly to communicate, who were not 
doing penance publicly or privately for their offences. And 
this was so much the practice of those days, that the Council 
of Eliberis® orders ‘that they who would not communicate 
should not be allowed to make their oblations.’ Which was a 
sort of excommunication of them; for the oblations and the 
eucharist commonly went together. The first Council of To- 
ledo®® orders ‘ those who come to church, but neglect to com- 
municate, to be admonished: and if they amend not upon 
admonition, then to be reduced to the state of formal penance 
for their crime.’ 

It were no hard matter to show the like prescriptions in 
many other Councils®; but these are sufficient to show what 
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was the standing rule of the first ages as to men’s obligations 
to be constant in receiving the communion once a week in 
their solemn assembly on the Lord’s-day. 

2. And if we run over the whole history of the three first This shown 
ages, we shall find this to have been the Church’s constant ae 
practice. Ignatius exhorts the Ephesians” to be diligent in prectice for 
assembling frequently to celebrate the eucharist and glorify first ages. 
God. ‘For when ye often meet together ye demolish the 
power of Satan; and the harmony of your faith destroys the 
destruction which he meditates against you.’ This frequency 
of communion may reasonably be supposed to be then, ac- 
cording to the known practice, once a week, on every Lord’s- 
day. For on this day, as Pliny7!, who was contemporary with 
Ignatius, informs us, from the testimony and confessions of 
some Christians, whom he as proconsul of Bithynia examined, 
they were used ‘to meet before it was light by reason of the 
persecutions, and then not only sing hymns to Christ their 

. God, but also to bind themselves by a sacrament against the 
commission of all manner of wickedness.’ Justin Martyr72 
says more expressly in his Apology to the Emperors, ‘ that on 
a day called Sunday they were all used to meet together both 
out of city and country, and hold a religious assembly in this 
manner : first, a reader read the writings of the Prophets and 
Apostles: then the president of the assembly made a sermon ; 
after which they all rose up to common prayers; and when 
those were ended, bread and wine were brought to the presi- 
dent, who consecrated them with prayer and thanksgiving, to 
which all the people said Amen / Then all the present members 
participated of the eucharist, and it was carried to the absent 
by the deacons.’ 

The like account is given by Clemens of Alexandria, when 7° 
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he says, ‘that as soon as the bread was broken in the cele- 
bration of the eucharist, they permitted every one of the 
people to take his share of it.’ And we shall presently see 
more of this custom of communicating every Lord’s-day in 
the writings of Tertullian, and Cyprian, and Eusebius, and 
many others, who speak of other days as well as the Lord’s- 
day, appropriated in some Churches to this service: but about 
these the custom varied: for on other days some Churches 
celebrated the eucharist, and others did not; but on the Lord’s- 
day it was universally celebrated in all Churches, and never 
omitted by any assembly of Christians whatsoever. Insomuch 
that some 74 have observed out of Chrysostom’, that Sunday 
was anciently among other names called Dies Panis, the Day 
of Bread, because the breaking of bread was so general a cus- 
tom in the Church on that day. ° 

3. As to other days, we may observe out of Tertullian’, that 
in his time they not only received the eucharist on Sundays in 
their morning assemblies before day, but also at other times 


, on other days; particularly on the anniversary festivals of the 


martyrs; and the fifty days between Easter and Pentecost, 
which were but one continued festival; and all their stationary 
days, that is, Wednesdays and Fridays in every week through- 
out the year. These things are not commonly observed by 
writers on this subject, but they add considerably to the argu- 
ment about frequent communion. Tertullian says expressly of 
these stationary days, that they were always observed with 
receiving the eucharist. For he tells some’7, who objected 
against it on these days, ‘ that their station would be so much 
the more solemn for their standing at the altar.’ And whereas 
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per titulos mittimus, &c.—Gaudent. 
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si sacerdotes, et omnes pariter fi- 
delium populi exemplar passionis 
Christi ante oculos habentes quo- 
tidie, et gerentes in manibus, ore 
etiam sumentes ac pectore, redemp- 
tionis nostre indelebili memoria te- 
neamus. 
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me did [communicate] every 


Sunday; and this was so general a 
custom in the ancient Church, that 
the Sunday was called the Day of 
Bread, &c. 

78 Hom. gs. de Resurrect. in Edit. 


Lat. (Basil. 1558. t. 3. fol. 859 a.) 
Alii diem panis, alii dicunt diem 
lucis. 


76 De Cor. Mil. c. 3. (p. 102 a.) 
Eucharistize sacramentum ... etiam 
antelucanis cetibus ...sumimus. 

77 De Orat. c. 14. (p. 136 a.) 
Nonne solemnior erit statio tua, si 
et ad aram Dei steteris? 
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they scrupled to communicate because they were afraid that 
receiving the eucharist would be a breaking of their fast: for 
these were semijejunia, half-fasts, which they observed till 
three in the afternoon: he takes away this scruple also’78, and 
tells them, ‘ that receiving the eucharist would be so far from 
breaking their fast, that it would the more recommend it to 
God, and by doing this they would perfectly perform both 
duties together.’ St. Basil79 agrees with Tertullian in making 
the stationary days not only fast-days, but days of communion. 
For reckoning four days in the week on which they received 
the communion, he counts Wednesdays and Fridays, with Sa- 
turdays and Sundays, to complete the number. And Socrates 
notes it as a peculiar custom in the Church of Alexandria, that 
though they had religious assemblies on these days, and all 
other divine service performed on them, yet they had not the 
communion. Which exception implies, that to receive the 
communion on those days was the general custom of other 
Churches. Tertullian ®! as plainly intimates, that they received 
the communion upon all the festivals of the martyrs. And the 
same is noted by Cyprian ®2, and Chrysostom®, and Sidonius 
Apollinaris**, The passages have been cited at large in an- 


78 Ibid. (p. 135 b.) Ergo devotum 
Deo phi oes eucharistia resolvit, 
an magis 


eo obligat? 


Quanquam Tertullus..... significet 
mihi dies, quibus in carcere beati 
fratres nostri ad immortalitatem 


79 Ep. 289. [al. 93.] ad Ceesar. 
Patric. t. 3. p. 278. (t. 3. part. 1. p. 
ay d.) “Hyeis pév rocvye réraproy 
xa” éxdorny €Bdopuna8a Kotvmvotper, 
év ry Kuptaxy, ev ry Terpdds, xal é» 
vy Uapackevy, wat ro ire, kal 
éy rais dAXats Hpépats, day fy prnen 
ayiov tivds. (al. paprupds rivos. ] 

8 L. 5. c. 22. (Vv. 2. p. 298. 31.) 
"Ey ‘Adefavdpeia, ry 8€ Terpads xat 
TH, Aeyoudyn Llapackevg, Tpadai re 
avaywooxovrar, cai of &8darxados 
ravra épunvevovot, wayra Te Ta ovy- 
dkews yivera, 8iya THs Téy pvoty- 
ploy reXerns. 

81 De Cor. Mil. c. 3. (p. 102 8.) 
Eucharistis sacramentum, et in 
tempore victus, et omnibus manda- 
tum a Domino, etiam antelucanis 
cetibus, nec de aliorum manu 
quam presidentium sumimus. 

82 Ep. 37. (al. 12.] p. 28. (p. 188.) 


gloriosss mortis exitu transeunt; et 
celebrentur hic a nobis oblationes 
et sacrificia ob commemorationes 
eorum, que cito vobiscum ]Jomino 

rotegente celebrabimus.—Ep. 39. 

al. 34.] (p. 224.) Sacrificia pro eis 

semper, ut meministis, offerimus, 
quoties martyrum passiones et dies - 
anniversaria commemoratione cele- 
bramus. 

§ Hom. 59. de Martyr. t. 5. p. 
79. (t. 2. p. 669 a.) '"Evvdénaoy, Hri- 
kos yéA@s, pera roiavrny auvosoy, 
pera wavvvyidas, pera Tpaday ayiov 
dxpéaciy, pera pvornpieoy Geiey xos- 
voviay, cal pera sveuparixhy yopn- 
yiav, dvdpa h yuvaixa év xannrelep 
daiverOa denpepevovtas. 

§4 L.5. Ep. 17. (p. 361.) Convene- 
ramus ad sancti Justi sepulchram. 
..- Processio fuerat antelucana, so- 
lemnitas anniversaria ...Cultu per- 


And in 
some p 


every day. 


542 Frequent communion 


other place®>, and therefore I need not here repeat them. 
Tertullian *®® says further, ‘ that the fifty days of Pentecost, or 
all the days between Easter and Pentecost, were one continued 
festival.’ And since all festivals were communion-days, we may 
conclude that the communion was celebrated every day during 
this interval. 

Saturday also, or the Sabbath in every week, was observed 
as a religious festival in many Churches. And therefore on 
this day likewise they generally received the communion. This 
is expressly said by Socrates ®7, and Cassian®8, and St. Basil 99, 
and Timothy of Alexandria™, and St. Austin !, and the Author 
of the Apostolical Constitutions®, and the Council of Laodi- 
cea, I have already produced the several testimonies of these 
writers at large upon another occasion %, and therefore it is 
sufficient here to make a short reference to them. By all this 
it appears undeniably that in many Churches they had the 
communion four times every week, on Wednesdays, Fridays, 
Saturdays, and Sundays, besides incidental festivals, which 
were very frequent, for, as Chrysostom? tells us, there was 
scarce a week passed in the year but they had one or two 
commemorations of martyrs. 

4, But we are assured further, that in some places they re- 
ceived the communion every day. St. Austin % says, ‘in some 
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acto vigiliarum . . quisque in diversa 
secessimus, non procul tamen, ut- 
pote ad tertiam presto futuri, cum 
sacerdotibus res divina facienda. 

8 B.13. ch. 9. 8. 5. V. 4. Pp. 535s 


eeqg. nn. § 5. 
De Cor. Mil. c. 3. (p. 102 a.) 
Eadem immunitate a die Pasche in 
Pentecosten usque gaudemus.—De 
Idolol. c. 14. (p. 94 b.) Excerpe 
singulas solemnitates nationum, et 
in ordinem exsere, [al. texe] Pente- 
costen implere non poterunt. 

&7 L. g. c. 22. (Vv. 2. p. 295. 31.) 
Tov ydp wayrayxou ris olxoupéyns éx- 
KAnguby év nuépa iToy KaTa Wa- 
aay €Boopddos mepiosoy emreAdovoay 
rd pvornpia, x. rt. A.—L. 6. c. 8. 
(ibid. p. 321. 38.) ‘“Hvixa oby éxdorns 
éB8opadsos éoptai xareAXaySavov, yp 
89 ré re SaB8Baroy cai 7 Ku 7 
ais al ovvdfes xara ras éxxAnolas 


einbact yever Oa, x. T,X. 

88 Instit. 1. 3. c. 2. (p. 30.)... Die 
Sabbati vel Dominica ... in quibus 
hora tertia sacre communionis ob- 
tentu conveniunt. 

89 Ep. 289. See before, n. 79, 
preceding. 

9 C. 13. (ap. lk § Pandect. 
t. 2. part.1. p. 168 e.) See before, 
b. 13. ch. 9. 8. 3. V. 4. p. 527 n. 21. 

9! Ep. 118. See n. 96, following. 

92 L. 2. ¢. 59. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 268.) 
..- Madura 6€ &» tT Nuépg Tov SaP- 
Barov, «.r. X. 

% C. 49. See n. 73, preceding. 

4 B.13. ch. 9. 8. 3. v. 4. p. 527. 

% Hom. 4o. in Juventin. t. 1. p. 
546. See b. 13. ch.g. 6.5. Vv. 4. p. 
530. n. 57. 

9 Ep. 118. [al. 54.) ad Januar. 
c. 2. (t. 2. p.124.¢.) Alii quotidie 
communicant corpori et sanguini 
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places only on the Saturday and the Lord’s-day ; and in other 
places only on the Lord’s-day ;’ for this was left to the liberty 
of every Church: but they that communicated the seldomest 
did it at least every Lord’s-day. So again97,‘The sacrament 
of his body, the Church and its unity, is in some places pre- 
pared and taken every day at the Lord’s table; in other places 
only on certain days, with an interval of time between them.’ 
In the greater Churches probably they had it every day, in 
the lesser only once or twice a week. Carthage seems to have 
been one of those Churches which had it every day from the 
time of Cyprian. For Cyprian, and Austin 99 after him, speak 
of it as the custom of that Church to receive it daily, unless 
they were under some such grievous sin as separated them 
from the body of Christ, and kept them as penitents from — 
communicating. Therefore Cyprian! gives this as one sense 
of that petition in the Lord’s Prayer, Give us this day our 
daily bread, as if it might be understood in the spiritual sense 
as well as the natural, as a petition to be daily fed with the 
flesh of Christ in the eucharist, which was the bread of life. 
In another place?, he exhorts the martyrs ‘to prepare them- 
selves for the fight of persecution, considering that they there- 
fore drink the cup of Christ’s blood every day, that they may 
be able to shed their blood for Christ.’ Therefore, says he, a 
little after 3, ‘Let us arm our hand with that spiritual sword, 
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Domini, alii certis diebus accipiunt: 
alibi nullus dies pretermittitur quo 
non offeratur, alibi Sabbato tantum 
et Dominico, alibi tantum Domi- 
nico, &c. 

7 In Ioan. Tract. 26. p. 94. (t. 3. 
part. 2. p. 500 d.) Hujus rei sacra- 
mentum, id est, unitatis corporis et 
sanguinis Christi alicubi quotidie, 
alicubi certis intervallis dierum in 
Dominica mensa preparatur et (de 
mensa Dominica] sumitur.—Conf. 
De Serm. Dom. in Mont. 1. 2. c. 7. 
(t. 3. part. 3. p. 209 g.)... Aut pro 
sacramento corporis Christi, quod 
quotidie accipimus.—Ibid. (p.210b.) 
... Qui plurimi in orientalibus_par- 
tibus non quotidie ceenz Dominice 
communicant. 

% De Orat. Dom. p. 147. (p. 104.) 
Hunc autem panem dari nobis quo- 
tidie postulamus, ne, qui in Christo 


sumus, et eucharistiam quotidie ad 
cibum salutis accipimus, interce- 
dente aliquo graviore delicto, dum 
abstenti et non communicantes a 
ceelesti pane prohibemur, a Christi 
corpore separemur. 
De Dono Perseverantiz, c. 4. 
(t. ro. p. 826 d,e.) Quarta petitio 
est, Panem nostrum quotidianum da 
nobis hodie. Ubi beatus Cyprianus 
ostendit, quomodo et hic intelligatur 
erseverantia postulari. Ait quippe 
inter ceetera, Hunc autem panem dari 
nobis, &c. See the preceding note. 
} Ubi supra. See n. 98, preceding. 
2 Ep. 56. (al. 58.] ad Pleb. Thi- 
barit. p. 120. (p. 255.) Consideran- 
tes idcirco se quotidie calicem san- 
inis Christi bibere, ut possint et 


-ipsi propter Christum sanguinem 


fundere. 
8 Ibid. p. 125. (p. 258.) Armemus 
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that it being mindful of the eucharist, the Christian sacrifice, 
may valiantly refuse those abominable and deadly sacrifices of 
the Heathen; let that hand, which has received the body of the 
Lord, embrace the Lord himself, being afterward to receive 
the reward of an eternal crown from the Lord in heaven.’ To 
which may be added what he says in another place‘, ‘ that the 
priests who celebrated the daily sacrifices of God, did also pre- 
pare the martyrs to offer themselves as victims and oblations 
uoto God.’ Where by the daily sacrijice he certainly means 
the eucharist, which is often called the daily sacrifice by the 
Ancients5, for the same reason as the Lord’s Prayer is called 
the daily prayer, because they were both daily celebrated at 
_ the altar. 

St. Jerom® assures us it was the custom at Rome for the 
faithful to receive the body of Christ every day. Which he 
neither absolutely commends, nor disallows, but leaves every 
man to ‘ abound in his own sense,’ only requiring men to receive 
it with due preparation. In another place’ he says, it was 
not only the custom at Rome, but of the Spanish Church to 
communicate every day. And to one who proposed the question 
to him as a case of conscience, whether he ought to communi- 


Frequent communion 


et dexteram gladio spiritali, ut sa- 
crificia funesta fortiter respuat, et 
eucharistize memor, que Domini 
corpus accipit, ipsum complectatur 
post modum Dominum, sumptura 
premium celestium coronarum. 

4 Ep. 54. (al. 57.) ad Cornel. p. 
118. (p. 253.)... Sacerdotes, qui sa- 
crificia Dei quotidie celebramus, ho- 
stias Deo et victimas preparemus. 

§ So Chrysost. Hom. 3. in Eph. 
p- 10st. (t. 11. p. 23 ah) @vgia 
raOnpepun, k.t.A. Kab’ éxdomy, 


x. rT. X. 

6 Ep. 5. (al. 48.) ad Pammach. 
cont. Jovinian. c. 6. (al. rg.} (t. 1. 
p. 225 c.) Scio Rome hanc esse 
consuetudinem, ut fideles semper 
pag “pe aa eu quod nec 
reprehendo nec probo. Unusquisque 
enim tn suo sensu abundat. 

7 Ep. 28. (al. 71.] ad Lucinium 
Beeticum, (ibid. p. 432 d.) 
eucharistia [quod quzris] an acci- 
pienda quotidie, quod Romane ec- 


De. 


clesiz et Hispanize observare perhi- 
bentur ; scripsit quidem et Hip- 
polytus, vir disertissimus, et carptim 
diversi scriptores e variis auctoribus 
edidere. ded ego illud te breviter 
admonendum putv, traditiones ec- 
clesiasticas preesertim, quze fidei non 
officiant, ita observandas ut a ma- 
joribus tradite sunt: nec aliorum 
consuetudinem aliorum contrario 
more subverti. Atque utinam omni 
ert eee jejunare possimus: quod in 
Actibus ap agony diebus Pente- 
costes et die Dominico, Apostolum 
Paulum, et cum eo credentes fecisse 
legimus. Nec tamen Manichese 
hsereseos accusandi sunt, cum car- 
nalis cibus preferri non debuerit 
spirituali. Eucharistiam quoque, abs- 
que condemnatione nostri et pun- 
gente conscientia, semper accipere, 
et Psalmistam audire dicentem, 
Gustate et videte, quoniam suavis est 
Dominus. 
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cate every day? he gives this answer, ‘that the customs and 
traditions of every Church, which did not prejudice the faith, 
were to be observed in such manner as they were handed down 
by their forefathers; and the custom of one Church was not 
to prescribe to, or overthrow the contrary custom of another. 
And he wishes that all men might receive the eucharist every 
day, provided they might do it without condemnation and 
pricks of conscience for unworthy receiving.’ Which is the 
same resolution as St. Austin gave in the question: for having 
stated the arguments on both sides, for and against daily 
receiving ; the one pleading that men ought to abstain for a 
few days, that they might prepare to receive more worthily 


' when they came to it: and the other arguing, that unless their 


sins were such as deserved excommunication, and the cure of a 
more solemn repentance, they ought not to separate themselves 
from the daily medicine of Christ’s body; he divides the 
matter between them, determining that each party might act 
according as their own judgment and faith in this case piously 
directed them. For ®, ‘neither of them intended to dishonour 
the body and blood of the Lord, whilst they strove earnestly 


8 Ep. 118. [al. 54.] ad Januar. c. 
3. (t. 2. p. 125 a.) Dixerit aliquis 
non quotidie accipiendam eucha- 
ristiam. Quesieris quare? Quo- 
niam, inquit, eligendi sunt dies, qui- 
bus purius homo continentiusque 
vivit, quo ad tantum sacramentum 
dignus accedat. Qué enim mandu- 
caverit indigne, judicium sibi man- 
ducat et bibst. Alius contra, Immo, 
inquit, si tanta est plaga peccati at- 
que impetus morbi, ut medica- 
menta talia differenda sint, auctori- 
tate antistitis debet quisque ab altario 
yemoveri ad agendam pcenitentiam, 
et eadem auctoritate reconciliari. 
Hoc est enim indigne accipere, si 
eo tempore accipiat, quo debet agere 
penitentiam ; non ut arbitrio suo, 
cum libet, vel auferat se commu- 
nioni, vel reddat. Ceeterum peccata 
si tanta non sunt, ut excommuni- 
candus quisquam homo judicetur, 
non se debet a quotidiana medicina 
Dominici corporis separare. Rectius 
inter eos fortasse quispiam dirimit li- 
tem, qui monet, ut preecipue inChristi 


BINGHAM, VOL. V. 


pace permaneant: faciat autem u- 
nusquisque, quod secundum fidem 
suam pie credit esse faciendum. 
Neuter enim eorum exhonorat cor- 
us et sanguinem Domini, sed sa- 
uberrimum sacramentum certatim 
honorare contendunt. Neque enim 
litigaverunt inter se, aut quisquam 
eorum se alteri preposuit, Zacchseus 
et ille centurio, cum alter eorum 
udens in domum euam susceperit 
ominum, alter dixerit, Non sum 
dignus, ut intres sub tectum meum: 
ambo Salvatorem honorificantes di- 
verso et quasi contrario modo; am- 
bo peccatis miseri, ambo misericor- 
diam consecuti. Valet etiam ad 
hanc similitudinem, quod in primo 
populo unicuique manna secundum 
propriam voluntatem in ore sapiebat ; 
sic uniuscujusque in corde [al. in 
ore] Christiani sacramentum illud, 
quo subjugatus est mundus. (al. 
uomodo sumatur estimandum.] 
Nam et ille honorando non audet 
quotidie sumere, et ille honorando 
non audet ullo die preetermittere. 


Nn 
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who should do the greatest honour to the holy sacrament of 
their salvation. In like manner as Zaccheus and the cen- 
turion were at no variance between themselves, neither did the 
one prefer himself before the other, when the one received the 
Lord into his house rejoicing, and the other said, Lord, I am 
not worthy that thou shouldest come under my roof: for 
they both really honoured their Saviour, though in a different, 
and as it were, in a contrary way, being both miserable in 
their sins, and both alike obtaining mercy: so it is with 
pious Christians in this case; the one out of honour dares not 
receive the sacrament every day, and the other out of honour 
dares not let any day pass without receiving it. This was an 
holy strife indeed, and we see the dispute was not, whether 
they should receive it only once or twice a year, but whether 
they should receive it once or twice a week, or rather every 
day.’ 

We have heard Gennadius say before? that he neither 
praises nor dispraises receiving the eucharist every day, but he 
persuades and exhorts all to receive it every Lord’s-day, if 
their minds be pure from affections to sin. St. Ambrose was 
more peremptory in his advice to receive it every day. ‘If 
it be our daily bread,’ says he 1°, ‘why dost thou receive it 
once a year only, as the Greeks are used to do in the East? 
Receive that daily which is for thy daily advantage: and so 
live that thou mayest deserve daily to receive it. He that 
does not deserve to receive it every day, does not deserve to 
receive it after a year. Again", ‘I ought always to receive 
that which is shed for the remission of sins, that my sins may 
always be forgiven me: I, that am always .sinning, ought 
always to have my medicine at hand, as he that has a wound 
seeks without delay for a cure.’ St. Ambrose here is very 
plain, that the communion was administered daily in the 
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® De Dogmat. Eccles. c. 53. See 


aris accipere. Qui non meretur 
pail last chapter, s. 3. n. 3, pre- 


quotidie accipere, non meretur post 
‘annum accipere. 
ll L. 4. c. 6. (ibid. p. 372 °. n. 
28.) Si quotiescunque effunditur 
uis, in remissionem peccatorum 
funditur, debeo illum semper acci- 


c j 

10 De Sacrament. 1. 5. c. 4. (t. 2. 
p- 378 d. n. 25.) Si quotidianus 
eat is, cur post annum illum 
sumis, quemadmodum Greci in 


Oriente facere consueverunt? Ac- 
cipe quotidie, quod quotidie tibi 
prosit. Sic vive, ut quotidie mere- 


pere, ut ne mihi peccata dimit- 
tantur. Ww sem co, sein 
debeo habere ar ad 
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Western Church, but he seems to reflect upon the Greek 
Church, as if they had left off that custom. But he is to be 


‘interpreted by St. Austin '2, who speaks the same thing, but 


does not charge the whole Greek Church, nor any part of it 
with this innovation, but only some particular men in some 
parts, who did not think themselves under any obligation to 
receive it daily. And indeed it appears from St. Chrysostom 
and others, that about this time many began scandalously to 
neglect frequent communion, and contented themselves to re- 
ceive once or twice a year upon some solemn festival. But the 
Church was far from encouraging this contempt: for she kept 
still to the custom of daily communion in many places, and in 
all places to the celebration of it on Saturday and the Lord’s- 
day, and in many places on Wednesdays and Fridays also; 
and they that were piously disposed were constant communi- 
cants at these times; and they that were negligent and pro- 
fane were earnestly invited to be more frequent in commu- 
nicating, and there are many severe invectives against their 
remissness. 

Eusebius !° says expressly, that they celebrated the memorial 
of Christ’s body and blood donudpa, every day. And it ap- 
pears from the Council of Laodicea 1+, that they had it twice in 
the week, on Saturdays and Sundays, in Lent, and at all other 
times of the year more frequently. St. Basil 5 speaks of four 
days in the week, on which it was usual to receive the com- 
munion, besides incidental festivals of martyrs. And he com- 
mends it as ‘good and useful to communicate and participate 
of the holy body and blood of Christ every day, xa6’ éxaornv 
nuépav, Palladius © tells us, how Macarius advised a woman 
that had been under the power of enchantment, never to omit 


12 De Serm. Dom. in Mont. }. 2. 
c. 7. t. -. See the latter part of n. 

3 prece ° 
ar Deenonate Evangel. 1. 1. ¢. 10. 
P. 37- (P- 37. b.)...Tiv rot odparos 
avrov xa rov atparos Thy Umrdpenotw 
donpépac emsredouvres, x. 7. A. 

14 C. 49. See before, 8. 2. the 
second number of n. 73, preceding. 

18 Ep. 289. ad sar. Patric. 
See before, s. 3. n. 79, proce 

16 Hist. Lausiac. c. 19. (ap. Bibl. 
Patr. Gr. Lat. t. 2. p. 923 a. 2.)... 


"YréOero 8¢ airy 6 rov Xpiorod dy- 
@pwrros, ely air7, Mnderore d- 
mokapOys ris éxxAnolus, pnderore 
drocyys Tis Kowwevias roy puotnpioy 
row Xpiorov’ ravra yap cot ovvéBn, 
da 1d ém) révre €B8opuddas py mpoc- 
eAnAvOévat oe Trois dxpdyrois pvotn- 
plos rou Ternpos npav.—See also 
Cassian. Collat. 7. c. 30. (p. 330-), 
where he speaks of daily commu- 
nion. See before, ch. 4. 8. 16. p. 


397- 1. 99- 
nnZ 
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receiving the communion ; telling her ‘ that that judgment had 
befallen her because that for five weeks she had neglected to 
partake of the holy mysteries.’ | 

But no one is more express in this matter, nor more vehe- 
ment against the neglect of frequent communion than St. Chry- 
sostom. He tells us sometimes that they had communions 
every day for those that were more devoutly disposed ; some- 
times on the three more solemn days in the week, Fridays, 
Saturdays, and Sundays, on which days the whole Church was 
expected; though for all this many came not above once a 
year. ‘In vain,’ says he!’, ‘is the daily sacrijice, xabnuepwi 
6vola, in vain do we stand at the altar: there is none to par- 
ticipate.’ He speaks this against those who came but once a 
year out of mere custom at some solemn festival, whilst in the 
meantime the sacrifice was daily offered, though they refused 
to partake of it. In another place '% discoursing of the dif- 
ference between the Jewish and Christian Passover, he says, 
‘The Jewish Passover comes but once a year, but the Christian 
Passover is celebrated in every synaxis or assembly.’ Auda 
little after 19, ‘ Lent comes but once a year, but the Passover is 
celebrated three times a week, and sometimes four, or as often 
as we please.’ Again, ‘ This is what destroys all religion, 


Gri ov xabapéryre 8.avoias, aa b- 


aornpart xpévov ry dfiay Bio Sie 
ov’ Kat rovro evr 


17 Hom. 3. in Eph. ne po .(t. . 
p. 23 a.).... Eley Guo xaOneptyy), 
elxcy gwapeotnxapey Te Guowcrnplg’ 


ovdels o perexop. 
18 a 52. In eos, qui Pascha 


junant. os, 709. [Ben. 
om. cont. t dodger ‘p608 d.) 
Obs Wdéos Eywye époiuny, ri wore 


€ort Idoya" a moré éort Teoo: 
KOOTI)» Kai Ti pey rd “lov8aixdy, Tr: a 
7d iperepov, ral rivos évexey ékeivo 
pey drat rov énavrod mavris dyévero, 
rovro de naff’ éxdorny redetras cuva- 


fw ; 

19 Thid. (p. 6rr a.) O8 rav- 
Tov nex Kai ee » GAN’ 
€TEpoy a, xal é€repoy Teaoapa- 
dblarg Tecoapanoor}, pir yap dat 
Tov eviavrov yiveras, Hdcya 8¢ tplroy 
ris €Bdopdbos: gore e dre xal rérap- 
rov, paddov 8€ ocdxs fy BovdAd- 
peu, 

2 Hom. 5. in 1 Tim. p. oe (t. 
II. p. 577. ¢.) Tovro yap ro Secor, 


s 3p 
7, vopifers, TO py) rroAAdns ae 
eXbeiv, ove eldds, dre 1d cvatios 
mporedOeiv, xdy dara yévyras, éxndl~ 
8ace’ rd de afios, wy mo\ddxns, ¢- 
gooey, Ox tort réhpa Td TrohAdnes 
mpooteras’ dhAd 7d dvatios, xdy dxaft 
Tis TOU Tmayros Xpdvou mpooedOn. “H- 
pets 3€ ovrws avonras GraxeiueBa cai 
dbrios, ort pupla dvaravris épyatd- 
pevor Tou évururov kaxd, Tov pev dtro- 
svcacba exeiva obBenlay movotpeBa 
pporrida, voui{opew Se eee ro Bi 
ourveyas Kararoh yay ral emer 0g w v 
Bpuorixas T® gopart rou Xptorov 
oun évvooivres Sri kal of roy Xprordy 
Mag ater drat éoratpwcay" dp’ 
Bi) Graf, €harroy 7d apdpry~ 
Bas 3 Kalo lovdas 8é anaf spoddoxe’ 
tl ody; rovro atriy dfeidero. Aid 
ri ries 0 pee yea perepxones 
deb delhy core jpiv, rd 
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that men measure their worthiness not by the purity of their 
souls, but by the length of time, and take this for piety and 
reverence, that they come not frequently to the Lord’s table; 
not considering that if they come unworthily, though it be but 
once a year, they are worthy of punishment. It is not boldness 
to come frequently, but to come unworthily, though a man do 
it but once in all his life. But we are so stupid and insensible 
as to think, that when we have wallowed in sin all the year, 
without any care to repent, it is sufficient that we have not daily 
presumed in a contumelious manner to touch the body of 
Christ : not considering that the Jews, who crucified Christ, 
did it but once. But was their sin ever the less for that? 
And Judas betrayed him but once. But did that excuse him? 
Why therefore do we measure this matter by time only? Let 
the seasonable time of our coming be a pure conscience. The 
communion is the same now as it is at Easter, there is the 
same grace of the Spirit, it is the Passover every day. The 
same sacrifice is offered on Fridays, and Saturdays, and Sun- 
days, and the festivals of the martyrs.’ It is plain by all this, 
that the communion was celebrated ordinarily three or four 
times a week, if not every day; though some were so vain as 
to think they were the more respectful to it, in not coming 
above once a year, out of a pretended reverence for it; who 
yet when they did come, came only to eat it to their con- 
demnation, for want of a mind duly prepared to receive it. 
Whom he thus reflects upon in another place 2!: ‘ Many par- 
take of this sacrifice only once a year, others twice, and others 
frequently. Which of these are the most acceptable? They 
only who do it with a pure conscience, with a pure heart, with 
a life unblameable. With this qualification come always; 
without it come not so much as once. For they that do so 


avrov, dAAor be Bis, Aros 8€ rrodAdxts 


xabapdy cuvedds’ ovdév mréov cya 
..-Tiouv; rivas anovefdueba; rove 


rd éy tp Udoxa pvoTnptoy Tov yy 
reXoupevou’ €y €ort Kat Td adrd’ 7 
air) rou Ilvevparos xdpis’ dei Tldcxa 
éoriv. “lore of puoras ro eipnucvor® 
a éy Tlapacxevp, a éy ire, 
kal €y Kuptary, xal éy nyépa pa 
por 1 auri Ovoia emredeiras. oe 
41 Hom.17.in Hebr. p.1872. (t.12. 
p. 169 b.) HoAAol rijs Ovolas ravrns 
drraf peradapBavover rov mavros én- 


Gat; rovs roAAdxts; Tous édAcyaxis ; 
otre rovs Graf, obre rovs rroAAdxts, 
ore rovs GAtyaxts, GAAG ros perd 
xablapov cuve $, Tous peta xaba- 
pas xapdias, rovs pera Biov dAnrrov‘ 
of rototvro: ded mpocirwcay’ of S¢ ys) 
rowovrot, nde Graf. Ti Sirore; ore 
Kpipa éavrois AapSdyovot, xal Kxarde 
xptua, kat xddacww, cal repeopiay. 
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take only judgment, condemnation, and punishment to them- 
selves,’ This he repeats over and over again in his Homilies. 
‘He2? that is cofscious to himself of no crime ought to come to 
the Lord’s table: but if men are laden with sin, and do not re- 
pent, it is not safe for them to come even once upon a festival.’ 
‘The Jews2> have their annual memorials of God’s benefits 
on their festivals, but thou, who art a Christian, hast a daily 
memorial, as [ may say, in these holy mysteries.’ ‘The best 
preserver 24 of kindnesses is the remembrance of them, and 
perpetual thanksgiving for them. Therefore those venerable 
and salutary mysteries, which we celebrate every day in our 
assemblies, are called the eucharist or thanksgiving: because 
they are the memorial of God’s kindness to us.’ 

It were easy to collect abundance more such passages out of 
this ancient writer, but I will only add one place more, where 
he thus sharply taxes the people’s negligence of frequent com- 
munion. ‘I often observe,’ says he 25, ‘a great multitude flock 
together to hear the sermon, but when the time of the holy 
mysteries comes, I can see few or none of them: which makes 
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22 Hom. 31. de Philogon. t. 1. p. 
403. (t. I. P. 499 e.). she ead aa 
vovias oly éopri) Kat wamryupis, dA- 
Ad ovvedds xabapdy ai Bios eyedn- 
parov am)daypevos* xal xabamep rv 
otdey davta cuvedéra gdatAov caf 
éxdotny set mpoctevar Thy nuépay" 
ore roy év duaprnuact TpOKATELAn}L- 
ia kal pn Bie aie aide dy 

opty] Mpootevat a és. 

‘8 Hom. 51. [Bened. so. al. 4 
in Matth. p. 455. (t. 7. p. 517 d. 
Tois pév “Iovdaioss xar évavrov tnd- 
pempa rev olkxeiay ebepyeriay ras 
€opras évednoev 0 Geds' coi dé xa 
éxdorny, os elreiv, Thy jpyepay did 
rovurewy [Trav] pvornpior. 

24 Hom. 26. [Bened. a5. al. 26. 
in Matth. p. 259, (ibid. p. 310 d. 
Sudan) yap evepyeaias dpiorn 1) THs 
evepyecias prnun, cal Sinvexns edya- 
ptoria’ 8a 8) rovro cat rd ppinddn 
pvornpta, cal woAARS yépovra corn- 
pias, ra xa& éxdorny redovpeva, de- 
yo, ovvafty evyaptoria kadeirat, drs 
Torey €orw evepyernudray dydurn- 
ais, kal rd xethdAatoy ris Tov Qeov 
mpovotas épdeixvura:, xai [Gri] did 


navroyv tapackevater [nuas Savil. in 
marg.| evyapiorety. 

26 Hom. 3. de Incomprehensibili 
Dei Natur. t. 1. p. 362. ft. I. p. 469 
a.) Td wAnOos rovro rd ddarov, rd 
cuykexpoTnuevoy viv, kal perd rovav- 
ms axpiBeias mpocéxoy rois Aeyope- 
vots, kara THY Ppixwoderrdmny Spay 
éxeivny, roAAakts em(nrnoas ely ovK 
nounény, nal opddpa éorévata, Sre 
Tou pev ovvdovrov d:adeyouévoy woA- 
Ajj orovdy, emireraypern 7 mpobupia 
Tay cvvaovyroy G\An\ous, Kai péexps 
réXous trapaperdyrwy, rov dé Xpicrov 

aiverOas pédXovros em ray lepay 
éxelvov| pvornplay, xevt) nal Zpnpos 
n éxxAnola yiveras. Kai rod ravra 
buns afta; dwd ras padupias 
ravtyns, kal rovs émaivous rovs dri 
TH Kara viv dxpéacw orovds mdyras 
amo\dure.... et évanéxerro ta 
oy Oana Tais Yuyxais, ravros dy tpas 
évdov xaréoyxe, kai mpis ra ppicadéa- 
tara pera melovos eioeBelas srape- 
reper’ vir de, Sawep xBapptoi raves 
dxovcayres, ores Epnpat méons Spe- 
Aclas, ravoapévov tov Aéyorros, dva- 
xeopeire. 
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me sigh from the bottom of my heart, that when I, your 
fellow-servant, am discoursing to you, you are ready to tread 
upon one another for earnestness to hear, and continue very 
attentive to the end; but when Christ our common Lord and 
Master is ready to appear in the holy mysteries, the church is 
in & manner empty and deserted. What pardon or excuse can 
be allowed for this? By this neglect you lose all the praise that 
is due to your diligence in hearing. If you had laid up in 
your hearts what I preach to you, it would retain you in the 
church, and prompt you to receive the holy mysteries with 
piety and veneration: but now, as if you were hearing one 
play upon an instrument, the preacher has no sooner done, but 
ye are all gone out of the church.’ This, I confess, proves that 
in Chrysostom’s days there was a great abatement of the pri- 
mitive zeal, and a great declension from the original practice : 
but still it is evident that frequent and daily communions were 
in some measure kept up by the clergy and devouter sort of 
laity, who constantly frequented them, though many careless 
Christians had no other regard to them, but only to come 
formally once or twice a year, and that with superstition 
enough instead of religion, at some of the solemn festivals. 

5. When matters were come to this degeneracy, some Coun- when first 
cils, instead of reviving the ancient discipline and quickening oe 
men by just censures to frequent communion, contented them- to three 
selves to oblige the laity to receive three times a year, at the ang nee 
three great festivals, Christmas, Easter, and Pentecost, under 
the penalty of not being reputed Catholic Christians, if they 
neglected to communicate at those three noted seasons. Thus 
it was first determined in the Council of Agde25, about the 
year 506. And so things continued to the time of Charles the 
Great, when the third Council of Tours 2°, anno 813, made a 
decree to the like purpose: ‘ That all laymen, who were not 
under the impediment of greater sins, should receive three 
times a year at least, if not more frequently.’ And yet the 
clergy continued to communicate frequently with some of the 


3% C. 18. (t. 4. p. 1386 c.) Secu- 8 C. 50. (t. 7. p. 1269 d.) Ut ai 
lares, qui in Natali Domini, Pascha, non frequentius, vel ter laici ho- 
et Pentecoste, non communicaverint, mines in anno communicent, nisi 
Catholici non credantur, nec inter forte quis majoribus criminibus im- 
Catholicos habeantur. pediatur. 
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devouter laity every Lord’s-day, as appears from the writers 
of that age, particularly Rabanus Maurus?” and Bertram 2%, 
who says the sacrament was administered not only at the 
Paschal solemnity every year, but on every day throughout 
the year, when as yet the corruption of private and solitary 
mass did not prevail, which came not in till some ages after. 
And it is remarkable, that even in this age the Council of Aix 
la Chapelle 29 made some attempt to restore the ancient prac- 
tice to its primitive lustre, by reviving the decree of the Council 
of Antioch, which orders ‘ all such as come to church to hear 
the Scriptures, but refuse to receive the holy communion, to be 
cast out of the Church, till they should amend their fault by 
confession and repentance.’ 
And after- 6. But the disease was grown too epidemical and inveterate 
to be easily corrected; and therefore in a degenerate age the 
bythe — corruption went on and increased, and the Council of Lateran 
Dstecen. * under Innocent III. added strength and confirmation to it, 
reducing the obligation to communicate still withm narrower 
bounds. For whereas before, all men were obliged to commu- 
nicate at least three times a year, this Council®° made it neces- 
sary to do it no more than once at Easter, when ‘ every man 
and woman, that was come to years of discretion, was bound to 
make auricular confession of all his sins to his own priest, and 
receive the communion, unless the priest advised that for some 
reasonable cause he should abstain from it.’ This rule was 
afterward taken into the body of their Canon Law3!. And 


37 De Instit. Cleric. &c. 1.1. c. ecclesia removeantur, quamdiu per 
‘hs sub fin. (Coconiz 1532. p. 55.) confessionem pcenitentie fructus 

icunt aliqui, nisi aliquo interce- ostendant, et precibus indulgentiam 
dente peccato eucharistiam quotidie consequantur. 


sumendam, &c. 8 C. Lateran. 4. c. 31. (t. II. p. 
38 De Corp. et Sang. Dom. in 172.) Was éxarépov yévous moros 
Preefat. (ap. . Catalog. Veritat. pera rd els xpdévow diaxpicews mpoed- 


], 10. Genev. 1608. p. 1064 b.)... Oeiv, mavra ra (ta apaprnpara éfo- 
Sacramenta... non solum perom- podcynodcbe morés, xdy dra rov 
nes Paschz solemnitates celebran- émavrov rq idip iepet, xal rijy émre- 
tur singulis annis, verum singulis 6eicay adr evrodkny orovdacara, 
in anno diebus. Gon Suvapis, éxrAnpovy’ peradapBd- 
29 C. 70. ex C. Antioch. c. 2. vow els frarrov aidecipes els rd 
(t. 7. p. 1359 e.) Omnes, qui ingre- Ldoya rd rijs ebxaptorias pvornptor’ 
diuntur ecclesiam Dei, et Scripturas el yn tows +r BovAg rod lBiov lepéws 
sacras audiunt, nec communicant in 28a rwa ebAcyov alrlay, els xaipdy, 
oratione cum populo, sed pro qua- ris peradnpews arréxotro. 
dam intemperantia se a perceptione 4! Greg. Decretal.}.5. tit. 38. de Pee- 
sancte communionis avertunt, hide nitent. et Remission. c. 12. (ap. Corp. 
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here we may date the utter ruin of the ancient and apostolical 
practice of frequent and general communions. For from this 
time people began to think themselves discharged of the duty 
of frequent communicating, and contented themselves with re- 
ceiving once a year at Easter, leaving their priests to commu- 
nicate alone; which quickly was attended with another cor- 
ruption of private and solitary masses, which usurped the room 
| of the ancient general communions of the whole Church one 
| with another, and made the ancient prayers a perfect heap 
| and mass of absurdities, whilst they prayed and gave thanks 
| to God for the whole congregation as communicants, when 
there was not 20 much as one commnnicant properly speaking 
among them, but all mere spectators of the priest pretending 
to act in the name of the whole Church, and communicate in 
pageantry without any real communion. 

This was the general state of the Romish service at the 
time of the Reformation, except in some few collegiate 
churches, where, if Bona®* say true, the clergy continued to 
communicate with the officiating priest according to ancient 
custom, without which, he confesses, it is hard to make intelli- 
gible sense of many of their prayers, that are daily used in 
their service. 

7. Some attempt was made by the first reformers to rectify bila’ at- 
these abuses, and restore frequent and general communions in made to re- 
many places: and they happily carried their point so far, as nasa ha 

to abolish private masses in all places. But the restoring the fallcommn- 
ancient way of the whole Church’s communicating every Lord’s- “area 
day was a matter not so easy to be effected; partly by reason tion. 

of the prejudices which men had imbibed by the prevalency 

and long duration of contrary custom; ‘and partly by reason 

of that affection which men retain for their vices, which will 

not suffer them to comply with an institution that requires a 

constant purity of soul, and a conscience always void of offence, 





Jur. Canon. t. 2. p. 1871. 45.) Om- 
nis utriusque sexus fidelis postquam 
ad annos discretionis pervenerit om- 
bia sua solus peccata saltem semel 
in anno fideliter confiteatur proprio 
sacerdoti:....suscipiens reverenter 


ad minus in Pascha eucharistie sa- 
cramentum., 

82 Rer. Liturg. 1.2. ¢.17. n. 2. 
(p. 320.)... Sine quo vix possunt 
intelligi, _ in liturgicis orationi- 
bus quotidie recitantur. 
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to qualify them for a worthy reception of a weekly or daily 
communion. Calvin laboured hard at his first coming to 
~ Geneva to establish a monthly or a weekly communion, as most 
agreeable to the practice of the Apostles and the primitive 
Church : he pleads earnestly for it in his Institutions3°, where 
he censures the Popish custom of communicating only once a 
year, as most certainly the invention of the Devil: yet after 
all he could not prevail to have so much as a monthly commu- 
nion settled among the people, but was over-borne in his 
endeavours, and forced to yield to a rule which requires the 
people to communicate only four times a year. However, he 
says, ‘he took care to have it entered upon record that this 
was an evil custom, to the intent that posterity might with 
more ease and liberty correct it. But whether it ever was 
corrected to this day is what I am ignorant of: most probably 
it never was, since I have had occasion to show in another 
work5, communicating only four times a year continued to be 
the general standing custom in the French Church. Their 
discipline required no more, though they encouraged more 
frequent reception. 

The Church of England was a little happier in her attempts 
of this kind. For though her rules require the people in 
general -to receive but three times a year, as of necessary 
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33 LL. 4. c. 17. n. 46. (ap. Oper. 
1667. t.9. p. 381.) Et sane heec con- 
suetudo, que semel quotannis com- 
municare jubet, certissimum est Dia- 
boli inventum: cujuscunque tan- 
dem ministerio invecta fuent. 

84 Respons.de Quibusdam Eccles. 
Ritibus. (ap. Oper. 1667. 't.9. Epi- 
stolar. p. 206.) Jam vero singulis 
mensibus ccenam celebrari maxime 
nobis placeret: modo ne usus fre- 

uentior negligentiam pariat, Nam 

um major pars a communione ab- 
stinet, quodammodo dissipatur ec- 
clesia. Malimus tamen singulis 
mensibus invitari ecclesiam, quam 
quater duntaxat in singulos annos: 
ut apud nos fieri solet. Quum huc 
primum venirem non distribuebatur 
nisi ter quotannis; et quidem ut 
inter coenam Pentecostes et Natalis 


Christi, septem toti menees interce- 
derent. Mihi placebant singuli men- 
ses: sed quum minime persuaderem, 
satius visum est populi infirmitati 
ignoscere, quam pertinacius conten- 
ere. Curavi tamen referri in Acta 
Publica, vitiosum esse morem no- 
strum, ut posteris facilior esset ac 
liberior correctio. 
85 French Church’s Apology for 
the Church of England, b. 3. ch. 14. 
Firet published, London, 1706, 
vo., thirteen years before this fif- 
teenth, Book of the Origines Eccle- 
siasticee appeared in 171 2. This 
Treatise is reprinted in the tenth 
volume of this new edition.—The 
practice alluded to remains unaltered 
to the present day, as I am informed 
by an experienced member of the 
rench Protestant Church. Ep.] 
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ecclesiastical obligation, yet in our cathedral churches the 
eucharist is ordinarily celebrated every Lord’s-day, as it is also 
in some of the London parish-churches; and others both in 
city and country have monthly communions. Yet there re- 
mains a great deal still to be done, to bring this matter to the 
primitive standard. For even in our cathedrals the commu- 
nions are very thin, and there is still room for those complaints 
of St. Chrysostom 6, ‘In vain do we stand at the altar, in vain 
is the daily sacrifice offered, there are none in a manner that 
communicate.’ The churches are crowded to hear the ser- 
mon, but when the time of the holy mysteries comes they are 
empty and deserted. Men are earnest to hear their fellow 
servant preach an eloquent discourse, but when Christ the 
common Lord and Master of all is ready to appear and enter- 
tain them they fly, though never so kindly invited from his 
table. This must needs grieve the hearts of all pious servants 


’ of Christ, who stand there to minister in his name, whilst few 


hearken to their admonitions, and the generality excuse them- 
selves from communicating as if it were no Christian duty. 
And in country-parishes the matter is still more deplorable, 
where the despair of success deters the minister from attempt- 
ing it. For here men are generally so averse to a weekly 
communion, that they will not be prevailed upon with all the 
serious exhortations that can be used, to comply with the 
standing rules of the Church, which oblige them to communi- 
cate three times a year, though the minister himself be under 
an obligation to present every such non-communicant as a 
notorious delinquent. “ But if the foundations be cast down, 
what can the righteous do?” Experience tells us it is as much 
labour in vain to present a negligent people®’ for not commu- 
nicating three times a year, as it is gravely to exhort them to 
a weekly communion. This discouragement, which ministers 
commonly meet with, in trying to bring men to comply with 
the stated rules of communicating three times a year by 
Church censures, which are wholly neglected, makes them 
despair of going any higher towards the perfection of the 


36 See s.4.n.17, preceding. 112th canons of the Church of Eng- 
87 (Compare the 21st and the land, anno 1603. Ep.] 
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primitive practice: since they, who cannot be prevailed upon 
by the present disciplme to communicate three times a year, 
are too obstinate and stubborn to hearken to any the most 
serious admonitions that can be used to incline them to a 
weekly communion. 
wherein 8. What effectual remedy can be applied to this inveterate 
deficient, disease 18 not very easy to determine. Yet certainly the re- 
raraheheas: gaining of that which was so much the glory of the primitive 
recgrmant had Church, and the great support of Christian innocence and 
order to re- Piety, as frequent weekly communion certainly was, must be a 
sins naar thing worthy the most serious thoughts and consideration of 
the primi- all those into whose hands God has put power and authority | 
uve sand- by a superior influence to redress abuses, when they can safely 
do it to edification and not to destruction. If I were worthy 
to give any advice in the case it should be this, first fo restore 
the practice of the true ancient discipline, and after that the 
way would lie open to revive the practice of the true primitive 
way of communicating weekly every Lord’s-day. But, it will 
be said, there lies an insuperable difficulty against the restora- 
tion of the ancient discipline in the present posture of affairs : 
the state of the present times, and the general corruption of 
men’s morals will not admit of it: the Church of England has 
for two hundred years wished for the restoration of this disci- 
pline, and yet it is but an ineffective wish; for nothing is done 
towards introducing it, but rather things are gone backward, 
and there is less discipline for this last sixty years, since the 
times of the unhappy confusions, than there was before. To 
which it may be answered, that the difficulty is certainly great, 
but not insuperable; for discipline is: one of God’s ordinances 
in his Church, and he appoints nothing but what is practicable 
in itself, if men be not wanting on their part to contribute 
toward the exercise of it. But to give rules in this case is a 
nice and tender point, and I had rather it should be done by 
the wisdom of others than myself. Something has already 
been suggested by a late learned writer on this subject®®, very 


88 Penitential Discipline of the 1714. ch.4. (pp.222, seqq.) Whether 
Primitive Church, [By a Presb a revival of the Primitive Discipline 
of the Church of England, viz. Na- may be practicable, &c. 
thaniel Marshall, D.D.}] London, 
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useful for obtaining the end now proposed: and therefore I 
shall content myself at present to refer to his suggestions, and 
put an end to this discourse. 


END OF VOL. V. 


The end also of the sixth volume of the Original Edition, which volume 
came out in 1719. 
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